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!• fraaamitted berevitb is a cluster of AEGAFEUN reports ob tiw ZCta0TI|P* 
ZFUHVB oonfltoty beginning with tbe arrlral of lEBED in Eorope (Jlilj 1953) sad 
brlngiag the stexj to the Maturation #f «'bee split in the ftlShDinr ia Ibbruery 195b* 

2. Fbr the ZPOEVR^ZChOUH negetlatioae la August 1953 «mo Sm8Z-b932. b958» 

^ b997, 5018, 5038, 5085, 5U7. 53^. For theTmiFIEnK) ^ch, see {S!0Ill-5889, 5895, 
“ 5938, 6176 ^ 6297 and E(BIA-93o9« For the Fehriuury 195b erisis, see SMDNI-^^9, 

~ 6598, 660b, 6617 and 6636 * ' 




3* It is to be reaeabered that Iran' KA^OBA, AECAPELINts aaia subseuroe, is 
a pro*!>BAllI)!ERA personality, and that in ooaeeqpieaee the enclosed repo:^ portray 
to a large degirae the iat wti one, Mjscalealaticas and iatjarpretatioM of BASpOtA 
and his fellswers* In KASHOBA^s language, tte ZGbOiDE v^Sf^^iSEEEik are equivaients* 
This helps to explain such Matters as BAHraBA*e belief that he was the "leai^ 
of the entjbre Otm* (B2, b5, G3, D2, 03, Ob, H3, T7)« According to AEGASSOVAIor 3, 
that beliefils a hypodt^e self-delusianj the Braly PiOTOdu OOT haring been 

(abt 



eonposed of 




OmSHlN, 




ocuiwiann, onuAOBvXCS, UMd 

STEISEO, as th e pro-BA ifigaA faction helieres)* BABBERAts story that he reeeiwed 
a letter iron SHUKHEVICH, wherein the latter addresses mwnBRA as "leader of 
the entire omP* (03e}, is a fabrication, aeoerding to AECASSOHARI 3* 

b* It hbonl d also be cautioned that not erqpythiag developed as the 

pre-BANDESA facti on o r ZfflHTR anticipated* piusj\I£inSA7SEI at this writing is 
still loyal to BANQ^, anij^tbe epposj^onist leS^ to go to England ovehtually 
tuzned out to be ?olodyByr%ER0D (not teBTSU oiAh&NIAX). KE80D had worked 
ae a V/T Inetructor fexAPIBBAIHY in previeue JAVEUN^eupperted training (qf^elee* 
Meet recent ly it hae been reported AEGAFEIilR that BABBERAte t%tic of 
attacking ZPOHVR for flirtation with "nee«<!6aBunien" throngh yy,«y{ yAT S TOTgii^ 
ha s borne sene fruit* AEGAPEIIB has reported that Boris I|yiTSEr and Toloc^yayr 
BQBIIgEVIQi (the latter ie eaq>loyed ae a physician by a 0*S« amy heepital)^ 



in ypCTed an amounoeasat of the BMJP-Ieftts i^'toal oeanittee, wherein 
ZF0HVB ie atwSCjbM beoense of alleged "orientation on foreign fereee ininie^ 
to the Bkraine", neaning the Ifioited States* ZFDHVR retaliated by teminating 
Ivan MAISTRENKD*o employment with Suohasna Bkraina. although in fact MAISTOEHKD 
opposed the anti-American stepe einSvlmf ah^i^BIKETIGH* It ie worth notiug, 
in passing, that BN RADA eireles, now holdi ng a parliamentary^ session in Hnnloh, 
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generally s\ipport BAII13ERA because fundamentally he can offer the RADA no 
cos^etltion, ehereas the ezistance of ZPUHVR is interpreted by RADA leaders 
as a challenge to their monopolistic claim to represent the entire Ukrainian 
people, both in the homeland and in the emigration, on an above-party ba^is* 

5. At this writing the split in the ZChOUN seems irrevocable, and both 
factions are addressing their energies to cadres in different countries in a 
race to gain control of the ZChOUN apparatus and win over the rank-and-file* 

6* Transjoitted herewith are photo-coj^es of some of the basic original- 
language docninSnts concerning the dilute, some of idd.eh having already been 
' printed in the emigre press* Document Nr* 6 in tills series, under the signature 
BANDERA (lARICB), undated 2 January 195U> represents an attack on the hmeland 
OUN especialljAia)nrAL-]:£MISH« Sent by BANDERA as a. Beoiet^ZC9hOtW' directive 

to Z^ESKRTmUs, this document has net yet been pohlished by the opposition 
press, and accor ding to AECAPELZN, both EASHUBA and BANDERA are in mortal fear 
that the anti-BANDERA camp will pul^sh it as evidence of BANDERA* s position 
toward the homeland* The unnumbered docament represents MATIA's notes taken 
during the 19 Fsbruary ZChOUN meeting convoked by BANDERA* 
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A. ABRAPELIM Report Dated 6 Juibr 1953 



,aJ4 



1* On 6 Ju3y 1953 I talked ydth Captu Volod^onyP KOZAK, an "opposi- 
tionist" within the ZChODN, and with IvauinCASHUBA, pro-BANDERA SB leader 
in the same organization, I wanted to find out v^ether a new ZChOUN 
Provld had already been named. Both informants stated that all Provid 
posts as yet have not been filled* 

2* KOZAK stated thal^ANDERA learned at the London conference that 
opposition is mounting, that opposition leaders Bohdan KORDYUK, Bohdan 
PIDHAINY, and Stepan LBNKAVSKY have a growing following* This awareness 
caused BANDERA to deem it advisable to include the above mentioned oppo- 
sitionist leaders in the new Provid . BANDERA *^3 tat^ic, according to 
EOZM, was refined in that BANDERA hoped to inollify|^RDIUK^IDQ^^ 
an^kpJKAVSKY by giving them posts in the Provid but that at 'the same 
time' BANDERA planned to purge all oppositionists fTOm influential spots 
in the ABN, SUM, and the Gennan territorial Provid . Further, BANDERA 
planned to "screen" all other territorial units of unreliable elements, 
to reduce the oppositionists to "paper members" before their expulsion* 
This tactic, according to KOZAK, would deprive the oppositionists in the 
ZChOUN central Provid of support from below and thus render them harmless. 



3* KASHUBA stated that a rather long period of time must pass before 
an efficient new Provid can function, that BANDERA is in no huriy to cre- 
ate a new body since its essential core was named at London (BANDERA, 
“^STETSKO, lENKAVSKY)* Further, BANDERA expects the arrival of news from 
the Ukraine, news which will definitely solve the problem of his resig- 
nation frtan the post of "leader of the entire OUN." KASHUBA stated that 
BANDERA expects that the homeland will reject his resignation* If that 
comes to pass, then BANDERA will not nominate KORDYUK or PIDHAINY to 
posts in the new Provid * 

4* KASHUBA stated that the Suchasna Ukralna story regarding under- 
ground instructions has caused much trouble for the ZChOUN* Although 
BANDERA is convinced that the documents are false, nevertheless he fears 
that ZPUHVR may have definite instructions in regard to the resolution of 
the conflict. BANDERA wants at^all costs to know the content of the 
ZPUHVR pouch. BANDERA expects that talks with ZPUHVR will begin in August, 
According to KASHUBA, BANDERA is worried by thd letter from former ZChOUN 
members sent to the London conference under the signature of Lev REBET. 

This letter suggests that ZPUHVR has evidence from the hqmeland to the 
effect that the homeland Provid takes a dim view of l^orv^MATVIEYKO*s 
activities. If such homeland evidence in fact exists, then BANDERA will 
have to use other tactics. For the time being, however, BANDERA will 
proceed as though the materials in REBET* s letter are false, BANDERA and 
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KASHUBA feel than an oppositionist within ZChOUN, KORDYUK or PIDHAINT, 
gave ZPUHVR information ZChCHJN received from MATVIEYKO and intended only 
for BANDERA, Armed with data from the opposition, 21PUH7R concocted a 
phantasy, including the charge that MATVIEYKO desires' by force and terror 
to liquidate Colonel Vasyl KDVAL* 



B, AECAPELIN Report Dated 13 August 1953 






1. Ivaii^KASHUBA ■visited me on 12 August 1953 and immediately asked 
about ^ykola LEBED’s arrival in Munich, KASPIUM wanted to know how long 
LEBED would remain, why LEBED came, his plans, vrhether he would dispatch 
coxuriers to the Ukraine, ^Aether he would negotiate with other Ukrainian, 
emigre groups, ■whether he planned to talk ■with ZChOUN leaders. I replied 
that I could not answer all questions, and moreover, even if I were know- 
ledgeable in these matters, I would ponder deeply before I would tell 
)diat I knew, I stated tha't for some time I have lost confidence in the 
security-consciousness of ZChOUN leaders because some of than talk too 
much, 1 then told KASHUBA that I would talk about LEBED 's 'visit only if 
I received an honest answer to the following question, "Who in the ZChOUN 
Provid ]mows that I work wi<^ KASHUBA and the SB?" KASHUBA replied that 
BANDERA j^STETSKO, and StepanNIUDRIK are the only persons in the know, the 
last (MITORYK) however, being unaware of the details, knowing only that I 
work as an aide and adviser to KASHUBA, I fuirther asked whether Bohdan 
PIDHAINY knew of my ZChOUN contacts, KASHUBA replied that PIDHAINY knows 
nothing, and then excitedly asked why I put such strange questions, I 
replied that I was concerned about ny own safety, that I frequently -visit 
ZHIHVR people, who consider me one of their men. This I consider fine, 
for it serves to protect my ZChOUN contacts, E^y concern now is based on 
the observation that ZPUHVR apparently has an informant within the present 
ZChOUN Pro-yid , I indicated that I do not want that informant to betray 
me to ZPUHVR, 



2, Ify tactic excited KASHUBA as a red cloth a bull. He asked tdio 
this provocateur might be, I replied that I do not l^w precisely, and 
then asked vdio in the ZChOUN Pro'vid has the pseudonynrBEK, KASHUBA stated 
there is no such pq |son ' in the Provid but that there is a person there 
using the ps eudonymfPEK, Then I told KASHUBA that I have informa-bion that 
a certain BEK, a member of the ZChOUN Pirovid has informed ZPUHVR about 
ZChOUN liaison with the homeland, including the contents of Myro^MAT- 
VIEYKO*s correspondence, I stated further that rumors circulate that 
IJERED has copies of MATVIEYKO 's correspondence. Fired by this ruse, 
KASHUBA began to run about the room and shout: "Didn't I tell you several 
days ago that a ZPUHVR provocatevir is in our midst? Some consider me a 
fool, but I am no fool. I’ll gather all data to show that someone in the 
Provid is leaking to ZPUHVR, Fo^me it is clear who is guilty — Bohdan 
PIDHAINY, It couldn’t have beeriKORDYUK, because he does not have access 
to MATVIEYKO 's pouch, PIDHAINY kept the pouch longer than he should have. 
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I talked ta BANDEEiA about my suspicions, but he didn't want to believe 
me. Now on the basis of vdiat you have said, BANDERA will realize that I 
was right. Now they will know how useful SB work is. They thought that 
the SB was not necessary. As soon as ZPUHVR began to say that it had a 
pouch from the Ukraine I concluded that someone had betrayed our pouch to 
ZPUHVR, For me the matter became even more clear when at the London ZCh- 
OUN conference the oppositionists o^rged that the ZchODN is doing de- 
structive work in the Ukraine, tha^piATV lEYKO wants to liquidate every- 
body opposed to BANDERA, I immediately saw that ZPUHVR has no pouch, but 
having learned of our pouch from MATVTEIKO, made false conclusions which 
they submitted at the London conference," 



), ^KAS] 



HUBA stated that he concluded that PIDHAINT Informed ZPUHVR on 



the basis of the following: 



(a) ZPUHVR is well oriented in regard ^ MATVIE^O's work, w^ch 
in the ZChOUN is known only by BANDERA,^STETSKD,'^IDHAINr antflCA- 
SHUBA, Of these four, only PIDHAINI is an oppositionist. 



(b) At the London conference PIDHAINY demanded that the confer- 
ence, not the ZChOUN Provid. select the man to be in charge of 
liaison with the homeland, and that this official be independent 
of the Provid , Why did PIDPIAINY so demand? 

(c) SB subordinates have reported several times that Dr, Ivan 
HRYKIOCH and PIDHAINT were observed in prolonged conversation. 
About his contacts with HRTNIOCH, PIDHAINT has reported neither 
to BANDERA nor STETSKO, 



(d) It is a fact that among fellow oppositionists PIDHAINT once 
said that "if things continue as they now are, I shall put a 
bullet to ray head," When his friends asked why he was so de- 
pressed, PIDHAINT replied openly that he likes neither the work 
of MATVIEYKO nor BANDERA «s plans, 

(e) When KASHUBA at the London conference announced that ZPUHVR 
has no correspondence from the hcmieland and that REBiH^'s letter 
is a tissue of lies, PIDHAINT turned red with rage and stated 
that ZPUHVR does have news from the homeland. Did he not so be- 
have because he wanted to protect himself because he had leaked^ 
information to ZPUHVR? 



4, KASHUBA stated he argued this matter with BANDERA after the London 
conference, but that the latter, an old friend of PIDHAINY's, wanted 
more concrete details, stating that the evidence was insufficient. Taking 
added confidence in me, KASHUBA talked about Myron MATVIEYKO *s work. 
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KASHUBA stated MATVIEYKO went to the Ukraine as the official renresenta^- 
tive of the ZChOUN Provid and as the personal representative of^ANDERA, 
who considers himse^ the head of the entire OUN, MATVIEYKO brought from 
BANDERA for ColoneJ^KOVAL letters in which BANDERA asked that MATVIEYKO 
be received as a representative of the ZChOUN Provid as well as BANDERA»s 
personal representative. How ever^ to BANDERA *s dismay MATVIEYKO reported 
that KOVAL acq^ted his (MATVIEYKO* s) letters t hrough cou riers only and 
refused to seefftlATVIEYKO personally. More, KOVAL forbade all men^rs of 

Jl^ he OUN Provid to contact MATVIEYK O. All this Is ^he work oi" 7a5 yI 

OKHRYMOVICH, and represents a slap in the face to BANDERA, When MTVIEI- 
KO received no reply from KOVAL, then it became obvious that MATVIEYKO 
is being boycotted. 



5, KASHUBA continued: What was MATVIEYKO to do? He was unable to 

return to Germany because he had no such command from BANDERA, He had 
been instructed to return only when the conflict has been settled, MAT- 
VIEYKO could do nothing else but contact the leaders of individual kra,y 3 » 

To work on that level he had full right, for he represented BANDERA, the 
leader of the entire OUN, Subsequently BANDERA approved MATVIEYKO *s en- 
deavors, informing him that he acted properly in contacting' individual 
krays without approval of the homeland Provid , Lower units, KASHUBA 
stated, are not aware of the conflict between the ZChOUN and ZPUHVR, the 
rank— and— file believing that BANDERA, although in the emigration, continues 
to he ad the erit^e OUN, MATVIEYKO asked one of t ha ifray i«»artar« to w r i t* 

a letter ib BAi^ERA w herein tMs leader should einphaslgie that t.he 
supports B AN D ERA, t his I gay leacier did so . and the repent^^p^ 
MATnEYKQ.xurnfcai ns this letter, ~”ti/heiT BANDERA learned f rom MATVIElkD th^ 
the homeland leaders refuse to see or cooperate with the latter, then he 
(bANDERA) resigned from the post of leader of the entire CRJN and gave his 
mandate to Colonel KOVAL for a final decision. The homeland *s treatment 
of MATVIEYKO, according to KASHUBA, forced BANDERA to resign. Along with 
his resignation, BANDEEIA printed in the Ukrainskv Samostiynyk parts of 
the letter which a leader of one of the krays wrote at '^TVIEYKO’s request, 

6, KA SHUBA _sunmtarized by stating that MATVIEYKO do eg not have- access 
to_]W^L, o nly to 3 ndiyl 4BitJg.-.W^ are mender s of tgay Provl^s . 'BeforV 
these men MATVIEYKO presented himself as the personal representative of 
BANDERA, MATVIEYKO*s position became very complicated following BANDERA»s 
resignation. Almost a year passed before MATVIEYKO heard of It, and in 
the interim he acted in BANDEEIA *s name. Now he acts only as a ZChOUN re- 
presentative and is subordinated to KOVAL, KOVAL and the entire OUN Pro- 
vid. including Vasyl O'KHRYMOVICH, support ZPUHVR, The kraya are loyal to 
BANDEEIA . And-hecauae. liaison- between- the - Provid . ani. - subdrdinat e krays 

is. weak and; )at times non-existent, the influence of the Provid on lower 
leyeK",^i^j^||k^^ Other hand, MATVIEYKO is very active. Because 

BAND®A and/felCTSKO feel that the homeland Provid has abandoned national- 
ist positions, they will never withdraw ZChOUN support from individual 



krays , MTVIEiKO vdll continue his work, ZChOUN leaders plan to aid 
MATVIEYKO by sending him more men, by curtailing ZChOUN expenses in the 
emigration by 80 percent, by sending supplies and medicine to MATVIEYKO 
(with the aid of the British), by sending in microfilmed propaganda which 
MATVIEYKO will reproduce and distribute, MATVIEYKO asked BAITOERA to aid 
in this fashion, and the ZChOUN leaders have agreed. After all this is 
accomplished, KASHUBA contemplated, ZI^UHVR will see who sits on top. 






It is not the personal wish of^BANDERA, 'KASHUBA continued, to 
create/schismatic situation in the homeland. Matters will take such a 
radical turn only if BANDERA is forced, When BANDERA learned that lEBED 
is in Munich, he sent ZPUHVR a letter requesting negotiations, BANDERA 
will endeavor to talk in a friendly way. If matters do not resolve fa- 
vorably, then BANDERA will push MATVIEYKO* s proposition* 



8* On 13 August I had a brief talk with KASHUBA, »rtio gave BANDERA* s 
personal thanks for my revelations regarding PIDHAINY, KASHUBA received 
instructions to authorize me to learn more of ZPUHVR penetration of ZGh- 
OUN secrets. Specifically, I was. asked to obtain at least one exact 
sentence from the MATVIEYKO pouch vdiich PIDHAINY passed on to ZPUHVR, 

If the text I might produce agrees with the original in ZChOUN files, 
then PIDHAINT will be expelled in 24 hours. 



C, AECAPIIN Report Dated 17 August 1953 / 

1, On 14 and 17 August 1953 > I talked with IvanKASHUBA about the 
arrival in Munich of Mykola LEBED, On 14 August KASHUBA confirmed the 
r eport that -MATVIEYKO has contact on JyjSfl^Blslibordiiiater 

Ukraine, KASHUBA stated that MATVIEYKO, upon arrival, first made con- 
tact with a certain PRISHLYAK, \dio has a brother in Belgium who heads the 
29ChOUN territorial Proyld in that country. Through PRISHLYAK (his pseudo 
was not revealed to me) MATVIEYKO was able to contact the Provid of two 
other kraars . Thus MATVIEYKO is in contact with three homeland krays , 
KASHUBA in turn asked me how I knew that MATVIEYKO has contact with the 
homeland underground, I stated that his contact was no secret, that all 
ZPUHVR knows of it, KASHUBA replied that in all probability ZPUHVR 
learned of MATVIEYKO* s doings from someone within the Z6hOUN, not direct- 
ly from the homeland, 

2, In our talk on 17 August we talked about LEBED *s reasons for 

coming to Munich, I stated that his arrival grew out of the receipt of a 
pouch from the Ukraine, in which pouch ZChOUN-ZPUHVR conflict is discussed 
KASHUBA replied as follows: "The ZChOUN Provid. especially BANDERA, 

waits for ZPUHVR to inform them of the contents of the pouch from the 
Ukraine, All homeland decisions will be binding upon the ZChOUN only if: 
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(a) The decisions are addressed to the ZChOUN, not merely to 
LEBED or ZPUHVR; 

(b) The decisions clearly state that they were approved by the 
entire homeland Provid after consideration of the opinions of 
subordinate Provids . 

(c) The decisions show clearly that BANDERA^s resignation has 
been accepted by a Great Congress of the OUN, which congress 
selected a new ODN Provldnyk « 

(d) The decisions ate confirmed by a pouch brought out by ZCb** 
OUN couriers, or vdien the ZChOUN is convinced that LBBED^s pouch 
is genuine, for the ZChOUN views skeptically "a homeland pouch 

i received by ZPUHVR. ” 

3* » KASHUBA stated that the conflict must be settled by the convocsu- 
tion in the Ukraine of a Great OUN Congress. If this enclave accepts 
BANDERA'S resignation and chooses a new Provldnyk. then||t^ANDERA will 
consider himself relieved of his obligations. Until then, he in fact 
remains the Providnyk 6f the entire OUN, although he does not perform the 
functions of that office. When all the provisions noted in the preced- 
ing paragraph are fulfilled, then the ZChOUN will subordinate itself to 
homeland decisions. Moreover, the ZChOUN must consider whether the home- 
land has not departed from nationalist positions. MATVIEYKO's reports, 
KASHUBA stated, show that there are profound difference between the OUN 
Provid and individual krays . The individual krays continue to adhere to 
nationalist positions, whereas the OUB P*rovld had deviated therefrom, 
going to the left. The homeland Provid does not consult thd lower units, 
KASHUBA charged, and may in fact not have any contact at all with these 
lower levels. 

4* Moreover, according to KASHUBA, ZChOUN leaders must consider 
idiether homeland leaders, influenced by either fvelgn or internal cir- 
cumstances, have hot departs from OUN ideologsr. niATVlEYKO' s reports 
suggest that there are profovind differences between the homeland Provid 
and individual krays, the latter preserving all nationalist principles 
while the former frequently departing therefrom. The homeland Provid 
has gone too far to the left, it does not coordinate its |x>sltion with 
lower echelons, and perhaps has only weak or irregular contact with 
lower echelons. If there are signs of coordinated activity, then this is 
the work of MATVlEYKO, This ZPUHVR must not forget, KASHUBA asserted. 

5. Although the ZChOUN is interested in LEBED 's pouch, it is doubted 
that clarification will ensue. The situation in the Ukraine is clear in 
that two camps exist, and ZChCAJN leaders, assuming the pouch is genuine. 



must ponder whether to abide b 7 instructions contained therein or, know- 
ing the feelings in lower echelons in the homeland, to ignore the in- 
structions in the pouch, pressing the homeland Provld to change its posi- 
tion* ZChOUN leaders have not yet reached a final decision. This will 
come after the talks with LEBED and ZPUfTVR are over. 

6, AECAPEUN Comment: KASHUBA's stand reveals interesting views 

held by^hOUN leaders. It must be assumed these views are those of BAN- 
DERA and^ST^SKO, KASHUBA*s words also I ndica te that the projected dis- 
cussion with ZPUHVR is not ' int ehdgri^ZGKOT 

s etin!^iSiy'~of "We !cQhfliCt^----R 6 tther 7 ""ZGhODirTead merely desire., t.o .'Qbr 
tsdn information on which they ^ ZChOUN lea^rs^ 

se^ deterained to eo against the homeland ^ovid, and with the aCS^olf”^" 
MATVIETKC^ to continue their diversioMst "activity* It seems that the 
conflict' nas been transferred fi^m the' eirigr^ to the homeland, a de- 
velopment advantageous to and capable of exploitation by Soviet security 
organs* 



D* AECAPEllH Report Dated 2k August 1953 









1. On 24 August 1953 I had a talk with Ivan! XASHUBA, who was in a 
very depressed mood* KASHUBA told me about the documents signed by Col, 
'EOVAL which ZPUHVR gave ZChOUN* KASHUBA Stated that the documents were not 
in the original; rather they wwe the exact text of W/T messages received 
by ZPUHVR; that they state that^BANDERA was and is not the leader of the 
entire OUN either in fact or formally; that 2TUHVR leaders strengthened 
their authenticity by affixing their signatures; and that efforts of ZCh- 
OUN spokesmen to question their authenticity evoked strong criticism from 
Dr* Ivan HHINIOCH, 



2. To my question as to what the stand of the ZChOUN w ill be in 
these matters, KASHUBA replied as follows: 

(a) Currently the ZChOUN Provid is split on the authenticity 
issue. Some, including KASHUBA, doubt the documents are genuine 
and are searching for a way of checking them. Others in the 
Provid believe the documents are genuine and favor immediate re- 
alization of the homeland's instnictions. 

(b) Both tendencies in the ZChOUN Provid . however, agree that 
in current negotiations with ZPUHVR the authenticity of the do- 
cuments must not be questioned, primarily because ZPUHVR by the 
signatures of PIRYNIOCH and ^kola LEBED has accepted full. re- 
sponsibility for their authenticity. No one has anything against 
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checking the authenticity of the documents, but this check can- 
not be allowed to put a stop to negotiations with ZPUHVR, 

(c) Those in the ZChOUN Provid that doubt the authenticity of 
the documents do not exclude the possibility that the documents 
represent a Bolshevik provocation. Nor do they exclude the 
possibility that the documents represent a provocation by Ameri- 
can intelligence, for they came throug^^he Americans, not di- 
rectly from LEBED, It is not excluded/pCASHUBA stated, that th e 
Americans dfiliherately r.raatftd tl^p. donumenta in order to r eorgan iee 
the ZUhUuN_ , This theory- Is based on the circumstance that the 
documents**^ liscuss buiviing emigre matters of a recent nature about 
which the homeland as yet could not be Informed, 

(d) The ZChOUN Provid holds that the issues at stake are so basic 

and significant that the Provid itself cannot take full responsi- 
bility in resolving them. After all, the Provid was created by 
the London Conference and answers to it. Accordingly, the ZChOUN 
Provid will negotiate with ZPYHVE but reserves final decisions to 
a new general ZChOUN conference, . 

(e) Insofar as the homeland statement that uANDEEiA is not the 
leader of the OUN is concerned, this circumstance causes no coi^- 
cem because BANDERA himself resigned from that post. If, it is 
held, formerly BANDERA believed that h’e was the leader of the , ^ 
entire OUN, then the homeland is to blame, because until now it C 
never took a clear-cut stand in this matter, Previou^ pouches 
from the homeland, as well as the oral reports of Mrs ^SAVITSKA- 
KOZAK, gave BANDERA reason to believe that the homeland considers 
him the over-all leader, 

3* In reply to my question as to what tactics BANDERA will follow in 
talks with ZPUHVR, KASHUBA stated that the ZChOUN is prepared to negotiate, 
hoping thereby to discover how ZPUHVR pictures the final resolution of the 
dispute, how it wants ZChOUN to be reorganized, the ideology ZPUHVR would 
like to make official, and how ZPUHVR envisions ZPUHVR-ZChOUN cooperation. 
Such matters are very important, KASHUBA stated, because they involve liai- 
son with the homeland, financial matters, the ABN, and ZChOUN delegates in 
ZPUHVR, When the ZChOUN leaders will have learned all ZPUHVR proposals, 
then a conference will be called to make final decisions. Reliance on a 
conference is completely justified, KASHUBA stated, because of personal and 
fundamental organizational reasons. It is possible that some of the men 
now in the ZChOUN Provid will leave the organization completely if the con- 
ference accepts all homeland instructions, because their firm personal con- 
victions run counter to the proposed reorganization. However, it is also 
possible that the proposed conference will conclude that the homeland is 
not properly informed about the emigre situation and will Instruct the 
Provid to attempt to show the homeland the proper path. 
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4, To question who precisely ii% the Provld does not doubt the 
authenticity of the ^meland d^uments,jKASHUBA named "all old opposl-' 
tionists," includingVlDMINY/lCORDm^ltelKAVSKY, "and others". He in^ 
timated i^at STETSKO too may be somewhat pleased that BANDERA is having 
trouble. ^TETSKO feels that he was unjustifiably attacked at the London 
conference, BANDERA failing to defend him in all instances. This does 
not mean, KASHUBA continued, that STETSKO will not support BANDERA in the 
struggle with ZPUHVR^ In the case of LENKAVSKY, his opposition stems 
from opportunism rather than real sympathy with ZPUHVR, KASHUBA felt it 
is possible that a new ZChOUN conference will approve homeland instructions, 
in which eventuality those feeling that the instructions are vinjust will 
leave the organization, I aske^ KASHUBA whether BANDERA planned to oppose 
homeland leaders with the aid ohNMATVIEYKO, as KASHUBA stated in previous 
talks. KASHUBA replied that can happen only if the proposed conference 
rejects homeland instructions and authorizes BANDERA to maintain separate 
liaison. 



E* AECAFELIN Report Dated 25 August 1953 

1, On 25 August 1953 KASHUBA and I talked about ZPUHVRi^ZChOUN negoti- 
ations . KASHUBA w aa-dexaresaed. statingrthat he is ' th^ij^^ o;^ finding 

new employment because sooner or later he woxild have to ahsuidoh fiis^B 
duties. When I asked why he could not continue to head the SB, KA SHU BA 
s tated that singe the ZChOUN Previd has aucejited the authenticity of the 
homelffad^^Ojcuments iiTa li ru tTn?e~^^ IDft other 

wbrSsT” i t must subordinate itself to,-ZEUHVR. a llow "itseif to b e^xeo rgani zed, 
an d permit cnniro l pf th? SB by ZHIHVR. ZPUHV^will have the main say in 
selection of personnel, ZPUHVR will do so in accordance with UHVR and 
ZPUHVR procedure, which bodies chose officials on an individual, not 
fractional or party, basis, ZChOUN cannot say, for example, that it dele- 
gates BANDERA or STETSKO to ZPUHVR, What obtains is for ZPUHVR to say, 

"We select from the ZChCHJN Provid so-and-so representatives of the ZChOUN," 
KASHUBA continued that it is well known that ZPUHVR takes a dim view of 
the SB, ZPUHVR always felt that MATVIEYKO was the source of all evil in 
the emigration, and when he lef this attitude was transferred to KASHUBA. 

It is to be recalled that at the London conference the opposition demanded 
the abolition of the SB, If the reorganization goes as .ZPUHVR desires, it 
will take over all intelligence, counter-intelligence and liaison functions, 
ZChOUN will be vested only with a cadres section charged- with checking 
ZChOUN members, 

2, It will be iinthinkable for KASHUBA to work for ZPUHVR along intelli- 
gence or security lines, KASHUBA himself related. Moreover, all future 
ZPUHVR intelligence activity will bef an American show. In other words, 

all materials vrorked on will be done for the Americans, ZPUHVR will get 
the money, and KASHUBA will continue to be poor, KASHUBA does not want to 
be an American agent, and in all probability the Americans do not want 
him, ZPUHVR is greatly mist^en, KASfWBA continued, i f it believes it 
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10.11 get all SB archives* All old materials dating from before the ZChOlfll- 
^HVR spHT^in l94^~can be turned over to ZRJHVR, Fj^es on SB activities 
after the 194S sp lit ZPUHVR vdU nevgr. obtain, "Tell me“J“ KABHllBAniJeht^^ o^ 
"Can I turn over to^ZPBHVfi files on such as the BULAVSKY, STEIMASHCHOK^ or 
POmrrSKA cases? Especially since in regard to tKesSrsises 
nounced me SUSIl the SB to the Americans? Perhaps ZPUH7R will put Evhen 
VRETSYONA in charge of its intelligence activities. With VRETSYONA I shall 
never work because he is an American agent. The picture will be totally 
different if ZPOHVR asks you (AEGAKIIN) to take over its intelligence* 

Then you could ask me, perhaps evenlTUREVICH, to work for you. We do not 
know whether ZPUHVR will so propose. If it does, then the ZChOUN will 
support the idea," 



3, Here I internipted KASHUBA to say that he is speaking as though 

ZPUHVR and ZChOUK have already come to an agreement and are discussing de- 
tails of cooperation, "No," said KASHUBA, "The ZChOUN Provid has not come 
to such a decision. But one must suppose that sooner or later such agree- 
ment will come. C urrently ZChOUN spo kesmen are trying to drive. -the best 
hll■rgiL^n fn-p tn takfi thfi ffta.qt amount of blame for the me ss of 

t he "past five j ears, ZChOUN spokesmen will try to put most of the bla^ on 
Z JPUH^ ^d wiU .att.cmpt^dlHit. ®E?ticl|^gL.7iC^ 

Spoke^en“will put ideological matters first on the agen3S/^'*»eoibing, ZP^ 
of departure from nationalist ideology, of going beyond the resolutions of 
the Third Extraordinary OUN Congress in 1943 > Qf perverting homeland posi- 
tions by working with neo^ommunists like IvaryMAISTRENKO, The first pre- 
requisite for cooperation, as demanded by ZChOUN spokesmen, will be the 
purging of ZPUHVR from neo^ommunist influences. If ZPUHVR continues to 
support MAISTRENKO, then ZChOUN will never consent to agreement, Neo-Cont- 
munlsm will be the first important item on the agenda of ZChOUN-ZPUHVR talks 

4, In talks with ZPUHVR, KASHUBA continued, ZChOUN representatives will 
stress that they recognize fully homeland ^cisions^ There y no difference 
of opinion here as Regards ;Uie oppo^tion'^PIDHAINY* KORDYUK,'jn^NKAVSKY) 
and the loyalists (BANDERA .^TETSKOj^ BENTSAL ) , --The BANDERA loyalists will ■ 
en^hasize the purely technical detai]^~of"the implementation of homeland 
instructions. They will demand clarification of the following issues: 

(a) Cooperation of ZPUHVR with the "neo-Communist group of MAIS- 
TRENKO," 



(b) ZPUHVR deviation from natioMlist positions as evidenced by 
the leftist articles of VolodymyiASTAKHIV, editor-in-chief of 
Suchai^a Ukraine . who, for example, equated the signifi^nce of 

S emen jjrarrLYURA, Evhen KONOVAIi^^, the comraiinists NykolafSKRYPNYK, 
IfykolalKHVYIOVY, and VolodymyrfVINNICHENKO. 

(c) ZPUHVR association with American intelligence, ZPUHVR must 

square its activities with the revolutionary principle: orientation 



• V 
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on the Ukrainians alone, w hich js subve r'^d. by cooperation with 
American intelligence and e^cpection of American:' aid- atr a" tlffle 
when thS"Mer^^s3M?rji-. Ukrairttsai question. 

(d) Although the homelauid "documents” say ZPUHVR has the right 

to conduct training courses for preparing aid to the homeland, this 
does not give ZPUHVR the right to do as it pleases* The methods of 
training must be taken xmder advisement* The homeland in all 
probability does not know that students recruited by ZPUHVR had to 
sign a statement to the effect that they would withhold secrets 
fr<wn Communists and BANDERAITES* This proviso signifies that 
Americans equate BANDERAITES with Comnnmists. Since this is so, 
how can ZChOUN cooperate with ZPUHVR? ,/nASHUBA stated that the ZCh- 
OUN mounted training courses with the aid of the British, but that 
the British did not demand that the students swear not to reveal 
secrets to ZPUHVR, nor did the British equate ZPUHVR with the Bol- 
sheviks* 

(e) . Z PUH VR must ejcplain to ZChCXJN delegates vdiat obligations it 

has _ Tm der^'ffien"ln regj^“'tb^^^^^ more than two years 

the Americans have been financing ZPUHVR’ s attacks on ZChOUN* A 
precondition for agreement must be resolution of such duplicity on 
ZPUHVR 's part* On basis of financial accountings ZChOUN can prove 
that for intellkgence work it has not accepted as much as one penny* 
All ZChOUN income comes from members* 

(f) The appointment of new persons to ZPUHVR and ZChOUN organs 
requires clarification* The ZChCHJN Provid considers that it does 
not have the power to accept ZPUHVR representatives into its menk>* 
bership* This is a matter for the conference to decide* Normally, 
it is to be expected that all former ZChOUN members now associated 
-with ZPUHVR return to the ZChOUN, and ha-ving done so, then they can 
be permitted to attend the forthcoming conference* What if the 
conference chooses a new Provid without ZPUHVR representation? De- 
mocracy, so desired by ZPUPIVE, requires loyality to the elective 
principle. What wily^PUHVR’s reaction to such a development? 

(g) The problem of ZChOUN representation in ZPUHVR is also not 
simple, ZPUHVR holds that it can coopt delegates from any politi- 
cal party on an individual, not party, basis, ZPUHVR will want to 
choose ZChOUN delegates^without consultation with the ZChOUN Pro- 
-yid * To this procedureABANDERA loyalists will not' agree, because 
this guarantees that only oppositionists will represent ZChOUN in 
ZPUHVR* 

(h) The ZChOUN blames ZPUipR for the development that Col, Vasyl 
KOVAL refused to see I^rronXMATVIEYKO, Or more exactly, Vasyl 
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^)^CMfflRYMOVICH^ ZPUH7E representative in the Ukra^e, ZPUHVR must 
clarify why%ATVIEYKO has not permitted to see^OVAL, The hcme- 
land documents are one-sided because MATVIEYKO was not able to 
present BANDERA *s case to KOVAL* 

5* The preceding lists the more important issues the BANDERA loyalists 
plan to bring before ZPUHVR representatives, according to KASHUBA* Agree- 
ment will be d^ficult, an^ may evetf require retirement from political life 
on the part of^ANDERA an(^^Ti?rSKO,^KASHUBA remarked* This may come to 
pass if the future .cpnference decides to accept all homeland instructions. 
In a mood.jof~4espsir4 KASHUBA began to criticize BAHDERA.3n<i^SXB^CSJfl^i^;.„SP~ 
cusiniThem of making "MstairsT T^w^^^ BANDERA," KASHUBA said, "Not to 

ta Rg Int yTKe new ^oviy *ed^ or^KORDYUK because they have sold 

themselves to ZPUHVR, BANDERA demanded concrete evidence. Now he himself 
sees that I was right, but it is too late. Before ZChOUN— ZPUHVR talks 
gan, PIDHAINT met secretly with LEBED. When BANDERA demanded that he re- 
veal the content of his talks with LEBED, PIDHAINT replied that" he talks 
about whatever he desires with whomever he pleases, *Must every member of 
the Provid report to BANDEEIA on all his private talks?^, PIDHAINT asked, 
BANDERA^s tactics have led to such a state of affairs* KDRDTUK for two 
years has been a ZPUHVR man, reporting ZChOUN secrets to ZPUHVR, Foolish 
BANDERA could not or did not want to understand this. Now to BANDERA all 
is clear, but what can be done?" 



F, AECAFEUN Report Dated 27 August 1953 

1, On 26 August 1953 Ivan KASHUBA requested that I approach ZPUHVR 
circles in an effort to sound out opinion there after BANDERA broke off 
talks with ZPUHVR* On 2? August 1953 KASHUBA visited me and asked me what 
I had learned, I told him that, despite BANDERA^s demonstrative break*«off, 
ZPUHVR leaders are optimistic because they think they have the homeland be- 
hind them and that th^ feel that adventures by BANDERA loyalists represent 
final, desperate attempts to save themselves. Only those engage in irro- 
sponsibile actions that have no solid arguments on their side. Faced with 
precise instructions from the homeland, BAND!^ chooses not to abide by 
them but to unearth obstacles, cast denunciations, break off talks, ZPUHVR 
is convinced, I continued, that BANDERA* s act was prepared in advance 
liberately. This act, however, does hot free him from h(»neland instructions, 
LE££D is pleased that BANDERA so behaved and considers this behavior pz*oof 
of BANDERAS'S overweening ambition, lEBED was glad to have the chance to 
tell BANDERA off in strong words, an opportunity he had been seeking for 
several years. It would be wrong, I continued to invent, for BANDERA to 
continue to believe that he is regarded as God, the Savior of enslaved 
Ukraine, 

2, To KASHUBA*s question regarding future ZPUHVR intentions, I replied 
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that I know only that LEBED does not intend to take the initiative in re^ 

X questing resun^jtion of talks. To ny question as to ZChOUN intentions, 
KASHUBA replied: "All members of the ZChOUN Provid. despite the unpleas- 

ant incident, feel tOks should continue. Nobody knows vdio w ill take the 
first stepi However ,f'BANDEHA feels highly insull^d and he personally will 
not initiate new discussions, Perhaps^KORDIUK oi^PIDHAINT will make the 
overtvires. If new talks develop, BANDERA will demand the exclusion of 
1£BED« BANDEEIA will sit^t the same table with LEBED only if the latter 
apologizes, BANDEEIA andAsTETSKO now feel that unqualified acceptance of 
homeland demands will not resolve the ZChOUN-ZPUHVR conflict, which is so 
sore that mechanical agreement will not produce real unity* Today '■ ■ 
ZChOUN and ZPUHVR quarrel as two separate organizations* Mechanical unity 
will merely transfer the conflict to the bosom of one organization. Later 
eruptions within the one organization, will emerge. Such a development will 
serve to strengthen the opposition within, disorganize the membership, 
weaken nationalist ideology. Mechanical union will strengthen ZPUHVR, 

This reasoning calls us not to come to agreement with ZPUHVR, Thvis a solu- 
tion must be found which permits surface acceptance of homeland demands but 
which simultaneously prevents their realization* ZChOUN members must be 
convinced that its Provid has subordinated itself to the homeland and that 
. their realization is blocked by ZPUHVR* And Z^HVR does not permit their 
realization because it cooperates with American intelligence, because its 
activities cannot be controlled, because it does not want to heal the 
breach, because it insults ZChOUN spokesmen. This goal can be achieved if 
the Provid informs ZChOUN members in time of its point of vlew^ if it dis- 
patches agitators to various cotintries to convoke local territorial cou> 
ferences. In addition, the ZChOUN Provid should distribute a letter to all 
members, wherein its stand is explained," 

3# ^KASHUBA continued: "If the ZChOUN Provid so behaves, tdiat will 

the results be? BANDERA and STETSKO have concluded the woitft possible re- 
sult will develop if part of the Provid (KORDTUK, PIDHAINtAiENKAVSKT) and 
p>art of the various territorial Provids will side with ZPUHVR a^'^ continue 
talks in the name of the ZChOUN Provid , Th^ will even reach an agreement* 
Then the real ZChOUN Provid (pro-BANDE^) will have to expel these men* 

With the expellees will go pai*t of the: membership. Then the opposition can 
be expected to control part of Germany, part of England (those with a mili<» 
tary background will side with PIDHAINY or Capt^jj^ KOZAK), part of Fraftce, 
and perhaps part of the United States, With the aid of 2PUHVR the opposi- 
tion can call its own conference, create its own Provid. which will recog- 
nize all homeland decisions* Two ZChOUNs will thus result* BANDERA made 
a mistake in appointing KORDYUK and PIDHAINY to the Provid after the London 
conference. He wanted thus to prevent their going to ZptJHVR, However, it 
would have been better if they had, for then they could not act in the name 
of the Provid. agitate members, and cause a schism. The best possible 
development will be for ZChOUN to prevent the preceding turn of events from 
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taking place. >Ihis can be done by convincing KQRDYUK, PBOFfAlTiY, and LEW« 
KAVSKY that the^BANDERA loyalists are not against homeland instructions, 
by getting the above mentioned oppositionists to resign from the Provid 
and join ZPUHVR on an individual basis, rather than as ZChOUN leaders, if 
they cannot be convinced of the rightness of the BANDERA stand. The oppo~ 
sitionist leaders must be stopped from joining ZPUHVR as Provid spokesmen 
and as leaders of an anti-BANDERA movement. RANUTgRA imiaf. direetlve s 
ar>H p»flpn | [TaT^/^^a t S tO VariOUS COUntries^ e mphftg'* 

to the homeland and piititiiPR hiam e for failur e 

^ agree bn ZPUHVlt; — ^t^fTTmust be attackg dLiMllfal lyA striking,_agajLB Str 
n atweoiiiiminj , ^ ^ a^tyn beine ear efn I n o tT -t o o r it ioizs homsl a n d positio ns. Xljus 
ZChOUN menjbers will have no cause to doubt the goodL intentions of the pret* 



3 



AaAl^HUBA then pi ctured wfa at, thlngs would be like should the oppo- 
sition gain f ollbWljfl^TmHnsr^ ^. 3 ^ ZChOW. Two organizatioiis'Ti^^ 

lfie"bhe hand,' ”t Provid with ZPUHVR and the re- 

beUioas ZChOUN oppositionists; on the other, homeland laray provids recog<* 
nlzihg BANDERA pli» the legal ZChOUN in the emigration. EASHUBA opined 
hcraeland leaders w oxild be without follow er s and wit hout infJaenuB.Jni^^^^ 
u^Cergrotnia7"wfiiIe the ZChOUN under BANDERA will gain control of the undezv* 

5. AECAPELIN Consnent: KAS HUBA^s remarks show that at this w riting 

BANDERA does not know how t o., resolve t he diTSma' t^^ aliirmed 

by the opposition against him, by the possibility of schism should he re- 
fuse to honor homeland Instructions. Hence, his tactic of officially ac- 

cepti^ the homelAnd decisions while planning a way to render their leali- 





G. AECAPELIN Report Dated 31 August 1953 

1* On 31 August 1953 I talked with KASHUBA. We discussed the commu- 
nique from the undergiround published in Suchasna Ukraine. EASHUBA stated 
that the ZChOUN Provid several days before learned of the communique from 
an SB member vdio works in the "Logos" printshop and who supplied an early 
run of the page. KASHUBA stated that the ZChOUN Provid has noted that the 
communique is well written and is without amy attack on the ZChOUN. The 
end of the communique, which states that the ZChOUN Provid has accepted 
the homeland instructions passed on by ZPUHVR to the ZChOUN, BANDERA con- 
sidered advantageous because it suggests that the ZChOUN Provid respects 
the homeland. This passage, it was held, contradicts previous ZPUHTO 
statements that the pro«BANDERA ZChOUN has nothing in common with the home- 
land OUN. BANDERA expected the communique to be polemical and surmised 
that in so wording the communique ZPUHVR hoped to create an accomplished 
fact, to induce ZChOUN acceptance of homeland decisions. Here, it was held. 
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ZPUHVR erred because it failed to separate two different things— it is one 
thing to take cognizance of homeland instructions but quite another to 
accept them without qualifications. The fact is, KA3HUBA continued, at the 
present time BANDERA sees no possibility of realizing them. 

2. The homeland proposed that a triumvirate (Lev REBET, Zenon'^^TLA, 
BANDERAJ reorganize the ZChOUN. ZPUHVR calculations are clear^K^HUBA. 
stated, for two (REBET, MATLA) will always outnumber one (BANDERA^, The 
fact that REBET's name appears first in the communique may suggest that 
ho is to head the new Provld . In building a new provld the due will have 
final say as to whe their new colleagues will be, thus creating a conpletely 
pro-ZPDHVR Provid . This BANDERA will never accept. A way out is presented 
by the ZChOUE constitution, which states that a conference is the highest 
legislative body iii the organization. Let a future conference decide these 
matters, ZPUHVR has always demanded democratization of the ZChOUN. The 
London conference accomplished J\ist that, setting up new regulations. 

BANDERA will now demand strict adherence to these organizational regula- 
tions. ZPUHVR never anticipated, KASHUBA continued, that the principle 
of democracy might so soon be turned against itself, 

3* MoreoveiV KASHUBA stated, pro-BANDERA men in the Provld are con- 
vinced that lead's documents are a falsification. BANDERA negotiates with 
ZPUHVR not because he is convinced that the h(xneland documents are genuine 
but because high ZPUHVR leaders by their signatures assume responsibility 
for their authenticity. There is an essential difference. BANDERA will 
attempt to obtain evidence that the documents are false. Once such evidence 
is obtained, ZPUHVR will be finished once and for all. Therefore BANDERA 
has started a check, which may take two months. If the checko*up takes too 
long, then BANDERA will go a step farther by convoking a special ZChOUN 
conference to settle disputed matters. I asked KASHUBA on what basis it 
was held that the homeland documents are false. KASHUBA ^plied:- 

(a) The pouch brought out in 19U6 by Mrs. Irina SAVITSKA-KOZAK 
shows clearly that a new OUN Provld had been chosen in the. 

UlSalne headed by a collective body of three persons, the so- 
called Bjruro^^ovod^^ consisting qN BANDi^ as its head, 
RomanrSiwJKllEVICH as viee-chaiman, and^TETSKO as the third 
member. 



(b) The ZChOUN previd possesses letters written by SHUKHEVICH 
himself, which letters suggest that BANDERA is the head of the 
Byuro Provodu OUN and that SHUKHEVICH is subordinate to him, 

(c) BANDERA possesses letters from Colonel Vasj^KOVAL, written 
^ter SHUKHEVICH 's death, in which KOVAL calls BANDERA the head 
of the entire OUN. About those letters ZPUHVR knows nothing. 



/ 
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U. In view of the above, KASHUBA continued, the Byuro Provod^OUN 
existed with ^NDERA, SHUKHEVICH, and STETSKO as members, not with^VOLOSHIN, 
MA.YIVSKI, and^HUKHEVICH (as Daria^EBET wrote in Suchasna Ukraina K The 
current situation is as follows;- ^(BANDEIiA has resigned as head of the 
Biyuro Provodu ; SHUKHEVICH is dead, and^TETSKO is the only legal member of 
that body today. In place of BAHDERA perhaps KOVAL has appeared. Now the 
pro-BANDERA Provid in the ZChOUN must strive to understand how it came to 
pass that present OUN leaders in the homeland deny the composition of the 
Bywjro Rrovodu ; why KOVAL, the right-hand man of SHUKHEVICH, has contradicted 
SHU^!dEVlClj(*s previous letters j why KOVAL, who two years ago called B^DEEiA 
"leader of the entire OUN,« can now sign a document which avers that BANDERA 
"never was nor is either formally or in fact the leader of the entire OUN,*» 
Such puzzles impel! the ZChOUN leaders to conclude that LEBED 's documents 
are false, products of American intelligence. If the documents are true, 
then they can be the product of a very grave misunderstanding. ■Whatever 
is the real story, everything must be explained before any progress is made. 
KASHUBA stated that BANDERA does not seek to re-claim (after his "resignation" 
the post of leader of the entire OUN, whereas STETSKO stated that he has 
never resigned fran his membership in the Byuro provodu OUN . 



) 



5, KASHUBA stated that BANDEEIA will continue to negotiate with 2PUHVR, 
but that he will have but one purpose— the convocation of an extraordinary 
ZChOUN conference, BANDERA wants to know when ZPUHVR would want the con- 
ference to take place, on what basis, whether ZPUH'VR would like to take 
pairt and whom it would like to attend, what the agenda should be. After 
obtaining ZPUHVR's views, BANDERA will decide idiat to do. Currently, 

MNDERA still insists that the homeland documents result either from 
falsification or grave error. In preparing the conference, BANDERA wants 
first to summon leaders from various countries. Several days later ZPUHVR 
delegates will be invited to give their stand in regard to the conference. 
Then a discussion will follow, resulting in the formulation of final plans. 



6. Th e entire . ZChWNj iHM»fe^sMB.Ms 



clash. Mo,„s£j^ ti«t^ wh^ 






but that the tongue- 

lashing should not have happened during "official ZPUHVE-zchOUN negotiations, 
LEBED should have had a private talk with BANDERA and under such circum- 
stances to speak harshly. Now BANDERA has a good excuse for not taking 
part in further discussions, sayii^ he was attacked personally while he 
himself merely presented the considered views of the ZChOUN Provid and of 
J himself. This wan the tenor of remarks madjfe to AECAPELIN by Volodyityr 
KkOZAK,^js. IrinarSAVITSKA,KOZAK, Volodymyi^KEROD^ -Stepan^I^tAVSKY, and 
( Hritsk^NANYAK. 

/ 

7. PIDHAINY has gone over completely to ZPUHVR, according to KASHUBA, 



BAIslDERA is now considering what to do in his case, which is complicated by 
the circumstance that PIDHAINY has liaison with the British and the homeland 
in his hands. If ejected by BANDERA, PIDHAINI may turn over his functions 
to ZPUHVR, Hence, BANDERA has concluded, PIDHAINY must be tolerated at 
least until the authenticity of the homeland documents is verified. 
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H* AECAPELIN Report Dated 1 September 1953 

!• Tn ytt.h Tvai^ASHUBA. on 1 September 1953 I learneji that the 

pr o-BANDERA ZChC^ Provld has alread y quer if.d.febe homeland j ji reg ard to the 
auths ptlclty of the do c]ugefltj8. ,PF§§Jb!t.ed. b^^^^ a 

repTywIthifi twiTmonths, KASHUBA did not indicate to what manner the home- 
land had been contacted, and it may be surmised that the message went either 
by W/T or by secret writing by way of Poland. KASHUBA also stated that the 
Provld has decided to call an extraordinary ZChOUN conference to settle 
issu^ brought to a head by homeland instructtons, this conference accepts 
the trio as stipulated by the homeland (REBET j^lATLA,raAlffiERA), then BAN- 
DERA plans to retire completely from political life, BANDERA is of the 
opinion that lEBED is ready to split up the ZChCXJN at any cost and will 
m^e efforts to agitate among meters to Brtgland and Canada, In England 
they hope to capitalize on the differences between the ZChOUN leaders to 
that country. and the former leaders of the SUB ("Union of Ukrainians in 
Britain"), KASHUBA stated that BANDERA has already warned his followers in 
Englaiul about ZPUH7R intentions. Althovuh generally confident, BANDERA 
fears the following to England of BohdaipPIDHAINr, 

2, According to KASHUBA, ZPUHVR would like to send lEBED and Lev R£^ 

M:T to England for a visit. These two, BANDERA feels, will have little 
success there because they will be surveilled by British authorities, KA— 
SHUBA spoke literally as follows: "The British are not dumb, Th'ey know 

well that lEBED and REBET are nothing but American agents. They also know 
that the Americans are attempting to all ways to bring under their control 
all Ukrainian emigre and homeland ix>litical life. If the Americans succeed, 
this wotild mean yet another British defeat, no matter if small. Therefore, 
the British will do everjrthing to keep the sympathy of the ZChOUN and to 
block American influence. If the English learn that LEBED and REBET are 
engagtog to political work not to British interest, England will revoke 
their visas and expel them to twenty-four hours." 



I, ABCAPELIN Report dated 1^ September 1953 

1, Ivan KASHUBA told me that for ten days the SB has lost track of 
^ykola LEBED, It is supposed that he has gone to England, France, or Luxem- 
burg,. However, SB reports from France and England state that LEBED is not 
to those countries. One report s ugg ested that I®ED had gone tojFrance to 
an autom^ile. along with Volodymyi^OZAK, BohdarrKORDYUK, AtanaqfFIGOL, and 
Dr* IvanOlRITZ, but it turned out that LEBED had gone to Switzerland to 
order to talk with EhrhenkVRETSYONA, ZPUHVR leader residing to that country. 
Both STETSKO and BANDERA fear, according to KASHUBA, that^ORDYUK has ac- 
companied lEBED to Switzerland to talk over with VRETSYONA internal diffi- 
culties to the ZChOUN, 

2, KASHUBA also stated that BANDERA had received from Prof, Ivan 
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''"/wVCHUK, ZChOUN leader in the United States, information that Zenoi^MATLA, 

^ idio also lives in America, is about to come to Munich to negotiate toward 
the activization of the triumvirate. KASHUBA stated tha^SSTETSKD is high^ 
l7 displeased that the homeland has not appointed him to a leading role in 
the ZChOUN, since he (STETSKO) continues to believe that he is a member of 
the Byuro Provodu OUN . When ZPUH7R heard that STETSKO feels slighted, 

KEBET reportedly stated that he has nothing against STETSKO *s participa** 
tion in the work of the triumvirate provided Dr. lfyroslay'J*ROKOP, a member 
of the homeland OUN Provld now living in the United States, also takes 
part. KASHUBA stated this move by REBET displeases ZChOUN leaders, for this 
new line—up would read three pro^ZPUHVR men (EEBET, MATLA, PEIOEOP) against 
two BANDERA loyalists (BANDERA, STETSKO). 

3* Pending receipt of news from the homeland Concerning the authenf- 
ticity of LEBED*s documents, BANDERA is reorganizing the ZChOUN. Beginning 
1 September it is planned to reduce the number of paid ZC hfflN emp lojaes in 
it-expend ittores^by-^O ' per^ceirtY‘"*'^Rxi3'^tii*t'Ii]^ is necessary. 






according tc 
ifph lnt^ha.<Ukraine. 



in’^order “€o provide for the 



3^tASl 



4. I askecPlCASHUBA about the British attitude toward homeland in» 
structions. KASHUBA replied that BANDERA does not inform the British in 
detail about internal ZChOUN matters, as ZPUHVR does the Americans. When 
I insisted that BANDERA must inform the British about the homeland documents 
because they touch upon liaison with the homeland and the dispatch of new 
bodies, KASHUBA replied as follows; "T he British in no wise believe in th e 
authenticity of the telegrams presented ^ LEBED, teese tele^ami^connict 



w ith previous letters' from tT^°H^m![an(r 
British are weli infoiiidi" The^ 
t her~€aik3 witkJSH iHgaJMl2lIJ>Jie,,J^ChQUN^lto^^ the ir 

aiit.hent-ifiltv . The British stress that they are not interested inurE^rail 
2C^Uti ni^^rs but that they are interested in the Ukrainian tmderground, 
idiich they have helped so much by sending in people and material." Here it 
should be noted that KASHUBA speaks very rarely and very re3xictantly about 
British Intelligence. 



J. AECAPEUN Report Dated 24 September 1953 

1. On 23 September 1953, Itykola LEBED, General Secretary of Foreign 
A ffairs , gave -a 

Po l j b efore the Club of Young Ukrainian Journalists in Munich. The 

talk was heard by over sixty guests representing all Ukrainian political 
formations. In his talk, LEBED surveyed the Ukrainian problem in its in*^ 
temational ramifications since 1917 to today. His most Important asser- 
tions: ' " 
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(a) 

show 
poUcf,-" 

plopleto its ovm independent state. When he speaks of the 
United States, LEBED pointed out, he does not have in mind an in- 
dividual government employee or some private institutions^ but the 
United States Government as such* 

(b) If within some American private circles there exists a ne- 
gative stand toward Ukrainian liberation efforts, then this must 
be ascribed to their lack of orientation in this regard, which* 
lack of orientation is the result of the work of old Russian emi- 
grants, Tidio having obtained positions in various American univer- 
sities and research institutes, indoctrinated the American public 
and young students in a manner compatible with Russian intez^sts* 
Fr(Hn the Ukrainian side nothing, or almost nothing, has been done 

to counteract this. Within recent years, however, several Ukrainian 
scholars, naturalized Americans and Displaced Persons, are break- 
ing the ice for the first time. Today a definite change for the 
better is evident and will continue, 

(c) The task of the Ukrainian emigration in regard to the outside 
world is, by coifimon effort of all political groups, to inform the 
Western world. All party or ideological differences must be ex- 
cluded from this informational work. Instead of publishing around 
96 Ukrainiaiv-language papers, as the Ukrainian anigration does, wo 
must, at the expense of reducing the Ukrainian press, build up. 
foreign-language publications, solid, worthy carriers of informa- 
tion to the Western world, 

(d) In all probability no other Soviet people has the moral capi- 
tal that the Ukrainian emigration has in the underground struggle 
in the Ukraine, along with its political leadership. The object- 
ives of all parties and political formations is to exploit this 
capital, 

(e) The stniggle in the homeland is a struggle of the entire 
Ukrainian people, not that of one party or political group. No 
political group has the right to activate a liberation struggle 
from the emigration. This is the exclusive prerogative of the 
homeland and its revolutionary leadership, 

(f) It is not permissible, as has been done, to blame the leaders 
of the Ukrainian movement in 1917-18, the socialists who predomi- 
nated at that time, for the defeat of the Ukrainians during World 
War I, The Ukrainians at that time had leaders such as the Ukrai- 
nian people brought to the fore. For mistakes and failures the 
nation as such is responsible as much as the leaders of that lime. 



re is not much as one piece of documentary evidence.,,to 
or fiaE ' t Hat ' coffitiy ’’opposes of the llS^ainian 
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(g) In regard to internal Ukrainian matters, the same principles 
bind all political groups. These are, face toward the homeland, 
aid to the liberation struggle, recognition of the homeland struggle 
and capitalization of it. This can be achieved only by consolida- 
tion and toleration of all that hold different opinions* 

2* After the talk, lively discussion ensued* Of note is that fact that 
not one who took the floor opposed a,ny of the above TOints,""‘l}ff'^W‘^^ 
'^irt3rS|Seake!nrTagFe(^'''’’^l?ffi!sSa^icaII^'^witTi^® Old Prof* 

■ GLOVINSKT, a UNDS and UN RADA leader, was so moved that he personally ap- 
proached LEBED to offer congratulations* In a conversation with me aftejv 
ward, GI07INSKT stated that never before had he heard a speech so much to 
the point, so solidly thought out, so tolerant and cultured* GLOVINSKT 
stated liEBED showed himself to be a real diplomat with whom real cooperation 
is possible. What especially moved GIOVINSKT was the fact that lERKn is a 
pi*oduct of the so-called BANDERA camp and yet he was able to present the 
Ukrainian cause so ably* "We are going ahead not by the usual short steps," 
GIOVINSKT stated, "But we are making kilometer-lpng jumps*" 

3* Some portions of LEBED *s speech evoked reservation among oirthodox 
BANDEKAITES, particularly ^s statement that Ukrainian^ommunists have also 
opposdd Moscow, Alexander*TCALTNNIK and Ehgineer (fnu) oLI231TUK opposed 
that stand, holding that all Ukrainian Communists are traitors* Not giving 
IEBED a chance to reply, a whole group in the audience took the floor in 
defence of LEBED* s thesis* The question became so acute that Dr* lyubomir 
QEiTTNSKT, the chairman, announced ^at at the next meeting of the club the 
issue will be discussed, MikhallnTVOSKOBITNTK, URDP-BAHRTANT and UN RADA, 
was selected to give the main speech* 



K* AECAFEUN Report Dated 8 October 1953 

1* Previously I reported that ZChOUN leaders, anticipating failure in 
ZChOUN-ZPUHVR endeavors to come to an uhderstandlng,ycoatemplated to inten- 
sify activities by giving increased support to KyrorraATVIEIKO, helping him 
organize new OUN units loyal to BANDERA, I indicated that 

i... Bggftcal.,, jam ?, 11)3 sendMTVIESKffTffit- . 

, newspapers, ana articles for reproduction and distri- 
bution within the Ukraine, and that BANDERA planned that these homeland re- 
productions would return to the emigration as proof that the homeland does 
not share the prfitical, sqcial, and tactical views of the homeland Pi^ovid 
as expressed byfflORNOVT and/NPOLTAVA, In one report I stated t^t 
Provid had cut its .anp4gr,9JbU.dg,et.-by-,^P, .pei;-^pBt^ ailocaied 

forJA aiS6h“‘ :qf^fi- ' ' 

2*After Mykola LE BED failed inyhis efforts to come to an agreement with 
BANDERA, ABCAPELIN talked to Ivan^KASHUBA regarding ZChOUN plans. On 7 



efofilmed pamphlets 
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October 1953 j KASHUBA spoke approximately as follows: "First you must know 

what the homeland OUN is like, I will give you precise data. During 1943- 
50. the MGB ,eu3 dJ^e.JM^ almost complete]^ de8troy-ed..the .homalandr^^ 
organization ceased to e^st as such. There remained but a few individuals, 
mostly ^ the homeland Provid with a f ew,,membera_i n. different Oblasts 
The se perso jofl.^T:£d.Jihemaelvea hv into deep consH^c^^ ' 

biuakers at^ sej l ^gm 

wiih thiT'tl^^iMan population in the villages and towns. Liaison with the 
inhabitants was so rare as to be non-existent* In local areas where the 
bunkers were located there was just enough contact to obtain food. Such 
was the real situation with the homeland ODN in 1950, although we in the 
. ZChOUN never revealed this to anyone. 



•3* " This situation changed radicalljr in 1950 




appe ared in the Ukraine as the 
built OUh .units* rec: 








reestab 



■TVIEIKO 

re - 



Publj^aya^gg^ jo^ app^^ MATfl^^of^cou^ 

informed thes<LvaaadK,j^)B^i£a l-i?^ ple about t^^ 

to say that the rank-^d-file in the homeland supp ort" BANDERA ♦ However, 
MAi'VIiiifKO cahhdt’TSiSiStte eve^^'fi^^“”SmseI^"a5i3^as to send him 

helpers from abroad* In the homeland it is also difficult to put out under- 
ground literature and MATVHfiHLO asked for microfilmed materials, vdiich he 
plater Mght duplicate and distribute. According to MATVUSYKO*s reports, 

OUN units can be organized in the Ukraine. In a few years this chance may 
not eadst. This work irnist be done by fresh persons not exhausted by under- 
ground life, with nerves stronger than those now in the underground have* 
R«f»g^ proof <^Q in the U^aine than old undergro und 

m embers is supjaU fiBL hY t hi e*. £a ct , ,tAat. 

Pro>OTte 5^_:LeejL^lejb.o.^endj^^ MATVIEYKO. 

nowever” 

send out laaterial fn Qm.Jihe3Ik rAine7"'^a0.t-.ffl^ 



Komelah^ Oilfl 



’jh the ZChOPN and his subo rdinates in summe r Ig 53 
iLfyiEYKO and the people he organized in 



the 



4, "Perhaps ZPUH7R is not properly informed and therefore acts as it 
does. The real facts are otherwise, BANDERA is well oriented in regard to 
homeland realities through the reports of MATVXEYKO and does not intend to 
capitulate to ZPUHVR demands, even if these demands derive from the home- 
land. For .BANDERA it is clear that the homeland Provid is but a small band 
of people Ukrain ian people or with 0^ 



wftil 1 . 

ZChOUN-ZPUHVR talks 



Therefore 



regardless oi 



posiibie, in personnel, money, 
about the "UtUw Ini TKe KameT*"'** 



eip 







5, KASHUBA stated that the ZChOUN planned a campaign for a "Liberation 
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Fund” to be used for maintaining liaison vd.th the homeland, 
appeals vdll soon be published in ZChOUN controlled papers* 



Appropriate 






6. AECAPEUN Comments ; I have no facts to show that KASHUBA^s story 
agrees with the truth in all details, but I am inclined to believe that 
what KASHUBA says about BANDERA^ s intentions are true* It is probable that 
MATVIEYKO’s reports depreciate the role of the homeland Provid and gilds the 
situation in MATVIEYKO*s favor. N evertheless ..^^ aan^^e-jetafc ad^nQw, tha t 
BANDERA will infiltrate men into the Ukraine -without ^agard to anH 

At an, earlier dat e, 

KASHUBA. once stated that ZChC^ has 1.50Q memb ers.^ 

jle Th ese men wiU be..i3Ep3g-lted b y 

BANDBHA for^j^ 9 j^^^^ Another important mattSf' SKouJdbe remembered* 

hoini8iinS'I<^ers, on the basis of ten years of experience, have concluded 
that given the present conditions in the Ukrainian Soviet Bepubllc^ re- 
bellion on a large scale is not useful. They havdi restricted both the UPA 
and the OUN to a minimum activity needed to survive, to keep contact with 
the population, and to show that opposition to Bolshevism still exists, in 
organized form* Homeland leaders want to preserve the undergro\md*s strengt|i 
for an auspicious moment. Suddenly, MATVIEfEO appears, a man without any 
previous tuxderground experience, and without knowledge of Soviet realities* 

He begins to orgamize new OUN units and to ask for fresh men from the emi- 
gration, men who like himself know nothing about Soviet realities or undejv- 
ground life, M ATVIEYKO reportM^-.a.ppaja a pt .T y . tn RANDE S RA t ] mt ... ke .,.i ^ ... Ji&vi ^ 
much success tmi ch will be done . Thus MATVIMKO*s 

^ew conflicts strong]^ with that of the under^ound xeaders. 



7* Thia atat s of ..a££a irs sugreats the.pos jsiMlij 
fflrfi Mgre3t.f4. fe . permifefejJSg-MAT^^et 

Comniunists would have three things to gain: A wedge is thus driven ^betwe en 

t t^S . ^pmeland., .leaders . and the homeland, rank ganj^fj^ e. The conflict between 
Z ChOUN a n<^ Thirdly, the bes^*‘ 5 nd'^ 03 r'lSfir!C^^ 

t £e emi^^t^on. -i-R ;<nt ^ o the homelauid.~to be 'de 

tmnKins s^ole w IfinreOSbyxE*'were the Ukraine 

to orfranize ^ on ;Ur^e 3 C^,,^ theT^ 




R^ft;}an4. JBna«dd * '^TenSomel^S^' n^o^T 'Tias^rwy^do^ ^ good reasons* 

One such reason . could"'be''thl^'th^Hdi|t'^n0^ 

Uloraihian‘‘el^5inf ^ By §bv£eii security^rgans , I do noF^s u^ est 

that KATVIEYKO is a o^tting Soviet agent, I am j^ncll ned to believe, fi&we ver, 

I he MOB may suppo^ him 

bya endlnp; It^s own members to be organized iiito MTV IEYKO^s > 

of exfiltrating new men into the Ukraine may be an MGB provocatioru^'^^^coTT''*™*’ 
I3EBEIT1EoId'1me*tFaC11ack of nrobd" M 

number of underground members to survive, M ATVltiifKp ^ ^ however, - p eha ves as 



though a problem Jint..Xe^^^ undergroxmd members does not exist. 
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L. AECAPEUN Report Dated 3^ October 1953 

1* On 15 October 1953 KASHUBA told me that, after the failure of the 
ZPUHVR-ZChOUN talks, BANDERA vdll continue his plans toward both the home- 
land and the ZChOUN, 



2# Discipline in the ranks will be tightened. Anyone breaking dis- 
cipline will be expelled. The SB has received instructions to draw up a 
list of all that have broken discipline, beginning with active opposition!- 
ists* The lists should include the indiscretion of each member, explaining 
his betrayal of secrets, criticism of the ZChOUN Provid. talks with the 
opposition, or depairb^e from orthodox ZCh(XJN ideology. The lists will be 
studied personally b^cANDERA, who will decide what is to be done in each 
case. This programy^KASHUBA continued, calls for the strengthening of the 
SB, which is to regain all the power aind competence it enjoyed prior to the 
1948 schism. The SB will be allocated special fxmds, large enough to free 
its operatives from all other employment, I^HUBA is to ■ins.pect--S B ac ti- 
vities in„.G§CTany^..J^ Engla^_ jnd^Jel^»m. H^^a^to 

coo rdinate the w ?rk nf Hithezv* 

to, 'SB operatives ir> those countires were required to send reports at least 
every six months* MjW^they will be required to report every three months. 
Because these re^d/Ei5 are liable to censorship, KASPiUBA has been charged 
with elaborating a plan whereby censorship is to be avoided, KASHH BA felt 
the be st solution .would. ,-be,Jkor-vreooid^..i!ix>m. the . United St ates to be tak en ~ 
by "couri er t o janada, thence m ail ed to Engl and, whence cou^ier§„.will_bri^ 
th ^' to Mi dnh. s perl le a oL , A^rftt ^3i£iGBnili^^ 

KASHUBA asked me to prepare general instructions, showing me three old sets 
of instructions and asking me to elaborate one set of instructions using 
them as the base. KASHUBA stated he would pick up my product on 20 Octo- 
ber, and added that later additional instructions would come in regard to 
secret writing. 






SECRET 

« 24 - 




British are concerned nothing changed after their talk with LEBED*" 

4* On the international level, KASHUBA stated that the ZChOUN Provid 
vfill continue to propagandize in favor of the Ukrainian liberation struggle, 
regardless of any activities ZPUHVR or the UN RADA may be engaged' in. To 
give its efforts a broader base, the ZChOUN will work through the ABN, 

Early in 1954 it is hoped that the new ZChOUN building in Munich will be 
ready for occupation by the ZChOUN and its cooperating institutions. The 
new building will have a separate hall for press conferences* The ZChOUN 
also plans to publish books and pamphlets on the liberation stioiggle. The 
ZChOUN will take on this work, KASHUBA stated,, because the ZPUHVR has no* 
glected to do so* 



M, AECAPELIN Report Dated 9 November 1953 

1* Ukrainsky Samostiynyk. Munich ZChOUN weekly ,in a June 1953 issue 
published two articles on "the situation in underground Ukraine." Issue 
number 25, dated 21 June 1953 > carried a picture of the front covers of 
underground publications* Before the appearance of that number, Ivan 
KASHUBA had told, me that these materials had arrived early in Jvine 1953* 

On the basis of his talk it was impossible to say with certainty whether 
these materials had been brought by courier or by mail, although KASHUBA 
Intimated that they had come by courier. ^ is a fact, however, that among 
the materials there were letters from ifyroir MATVIEYKO, including one to his 
wife, Gen£rKOSHULINSKA*MATVIEYKO* What was strange at that time was that 
no ZChOUN newspaper subsequently reprinted any of the alleged homeland 
materials. Questions aiming at a clarification were always evaded by Ivan 
KASHUBA. I accepted his evasions as an indication that the homeland 
materials conflict with ZChOUN ideology, and that for that reason they were 
not being reprinted. 

2, Recent developnents clarify the matter* In June the ZChOUN did 
not recei ve At»t g jjnftX homeland matftraiffl 1 . All that was received 'i^rmTcro* 
film-OJf the title cOYfirs.*., The microfilm was useci in preparing pictures for 
ZChOUN and ABN publications* 

3* On 6 November 1953 f KASHUBA telephoned and asked for a meeting* 

I suggested that we meet on 7 November, but he insisted on an immediate 
talk "at least for a few minutes, because there are very important matters 
to discuss*" Therefore we met on 6 November, and KASHUBA asked ^ to con- 
tact ZPUHVR^as soon as possible in order to discover what BohdeinTlDHAINY 
and "littld^SlAVKO, the ZPUHVR SB-man," had talked about* KASHUBA stated 
that the SB had learned that on 4 or 5 November PIDHAINY and SIAVKO had a 
meeting, "This signifies", KASHUBA stated, "that PIDHAINY wanted to pass 
on some information to ZPUHVR. And he had something to pass on. We must 
find out what ZPUHVR obtained froi)i PIDHAINY," 
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4* I asked for further clarification. KASHUBA stated that on 2 
November a ZChO UN courier or couriers h^d arriv ed,.in.44a»4gch‘<»^^m.^4fe^ 
U^aiitie. A pouch weighing around four kilograms was brought out, includ- 
iSi|''*1Kleiand publication, encoded letters from MATVIEIKO to the ZChOUN 
Provid. and clear-text letters from MATVIEYKO to his wife. The pouch, 
KASHUBA stated, contained the original issues of those publications the 
/title pages of whichhad been pictured in the Ukrainsky Samostimvk. 
‘KASHUBA stated that PIDHAINY knows about the arrival of the pouch, as well 
of tte content of the clear-text portions. The SB fears, KASHUBA stated, 
that^IDHAINT will inform ZPUHVR about the pouch. Therefore, PIDHAINY 's 
home is under obseirvation and he being surveilled. It was learned that 
PIDHAINY had a telephone talk witmSLAVKO, KASHUBA stated that it is 
possible that PIDHAINY tried to inform ZPUHVR through SLAVKO. 



5, I replied I was puzzled, "I do not vinderstand everything," ' I said. 
"You told me that early Jxme homeland literature arrived in Munich, pic- 
tures thereof were printed in the Ukrainsky Samostiynyk. titles were named, 
but now you say that no materials arrived at that time. You say the ma- 
terials arrived but a few days ago, I simply don't understand," 



6. KASHUBA replied: 

The materials 

ttt®0!g81?9i^*manot arrive. A covet letter stated that the literature would 
come with the next pouch. It was of obvious interest to the ZChOUN to make 
propaganda in its own favor and therefore we did not reveal in our article 
that only photo-copies of title pages were involved. The article was so 
edited so that it would seem that the literature is already in the ©nigra- 
tion. However, now the materials are here, around four kilograms, includ- 
ing some v^y interesting articles. There is expecially a very interesting 
article bj»^ffOLTAVA against the Marxists, This will be the first article to 
be reprinted in the ZChOUN press. Other materials will also be reprinted,” 

X 

7. On 7 November 1953> 1 ®6t Myron MATVIEIKO' s wife on a Munich street. 

In a brief talk with her I learned that her husband is well, and that 
several days ago she had received a letter from him, thnti 

probabilityJUTj4LSYKa^uld,^turJLJ^ spring. 1954, She would 



not 









N. AECAPELIN Report Dated 11 December 1953 

1, Although KASHUBA told me that a pouch haul arrived from MATVIEYKO, 
he put off all questions regarding its content with the excuse that the 
material had not yet been decoded. On 11 December 1953> however, I ques- 
tioned KASHUBA about the pouch, I firmly told him I, an SB operative 
giving aid in all SB matters, am entitled to know the content of the home- 
land pouch, I complained that I usually learn about ZChOUN "secrets" from 
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the opposition or fx*om ZPUHVR, and stated that I can only consider KASHU6A*s 
silence as lack of confidence in ny person* KASHU6A replied that lack of 
confidence in ny person is out of the question, that I enjoy great confix 
dence vdth both BANDERA and STETSKO* That I do not as yet know about the 
content of the pouch is due not to lack of confidence, but to a directive 
of the ZChOUN I^vid which prohibits talk about the pouch* The SB has a 
list of all people knowing the pouch content, as a device for learning who 
in the ZChOUN Provid leaks information to the EFUHVR* 



^ KASIiUBA then stated that the pouch recently arrived c<wies^r«a 
Myro^HATVIEXKO and contains letters to the ZChOUN Provid ^ T^ANDERA.lSTETSKO. 
one for KASHUBA, others for MATVlEIKO*s wife*^KASHUBA stated that the de- 
coding of the letters, as well as making photo>copies, took a loiig time* 
KASHUBA stated that, althoi^ the pouchy is not in favor of the ZChOUN Pro- 

stiil it^ 



_____ , , , , Les 

dest^^ ZPUHVR arguments that” a split in the homeland, 

KASHUBA stated* He was reluctant to elaborate, but finally spoke as follows: 
"As you know, MATVIEIKO went to the homeland as a member of the ZChOUN 
Provid with the task of maintaining liaison between the homeland Provid and 
the ZChOUN* In addition, he received from BANDERA, the leader of the en- 
tire OUN, special accreditation as BANDERA 's personal representative* As 
BAND£RA*s representative he was charged with clarifying on the spot the 
matter of ZPUHVR and the so-called opposl Mo n* When a ririved in 

the homeland and through liaison inf ormed/toVAL about his arrli^‘~u^‘^<^ 



under the 



/as; 



refused to mec 



MATVIE m). About this. MATVIEYKO informed the ZChOUN ft^B^^'^SNDEHXTIas 
the ^ader of the entire OUN, ordered him to continue his work and to con- 
tact lower OUN cells, that is, subordinate Kray Provids * MATVIEIKO in fact 
so did* And it is this fact which the opposition has e^qjloited, bruiting 
about not only in Munich but also at the London conference that MATVIEIKO 
is carrying out a diversion in the homeland*" 



3* KASHUBA continued: "MATVIEIKO in fact was able to convincd some 

Kray Provids that BANDERA is right and ZPUHVR wrong* Everything would have 
gone according to plan had not BANDERA resigned from the post of leader of 
the entire OUN. In so doing BANDERA made a big mistake* He turned over 
his mandate to the homeland Provid * This incomprehensible move by BANDERA 
put MATVIEIKO in a very embarrassing position* As soon as he heard of 
BANDERA'S resignation, MATVIEIKO knew that his mission as person representa- 
tive of the leader of the entire OUN automatically was ended* He had no 
legal basis for continuing his work in th e Ukr aine without consultation with 
the homeland Provid * In consec[uence, MATVIEIKO had to subordinate himself 
completely to ;, the homeland Provid* cease all activity as instructed by 
BANDERA, that is, he had to break contact with individual Krav Provids * More, 
he had to explain why he had conducted himself in a different manner up to \ 
that point* MATVIEIKO'a subordination entailed other consequences* Most 
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important, in the future he cannot contact the ZChOUN Provld without pei>> 
mission of the homeland Provid . All word from the homeland will go thz*ough 
ZPUHVH, which in turn will pass on appropriate matters to the ZChOUN, All 
this BANDERA did not take into account vdien he resigned* The homeland 
Provid considered his resignation a species of capitulation and behaved 
accordingly* The homeland Informed MATVIEIEO that all previous functions 
^Iven to ZPUHVR are to be supported without qualification, that ZPUHVR alone 
has the right to represent the homeland struggle abroad, that the ZChOUN 
must be reorganized, democratized, must adhere to homeland ideology and 
tactics* MATVIETKO was told that the ZChCAJN»ZFtJHVR conflict must be settled 
ttot only one liaison channel to the hcsneland is to exist, and that that 
channel must be through ZPUHVR* About all this NATVIEYKO told BANDERA in 
his letters*" 



A 



4* *\KASHUBA continued to say that' from the content of the pouch recent- 
ly received it can be logically deduced that this ^uch will be the last to 
come frc^ MAT7IEYK0, that henceforth all matter will go directly to ZPUHVR* 
Further ,]^JATVIEyKO reported that after he had subordinated himself to the 
homeland Provid he was promoted* He did not stipulate the nature of his 
new duties* KASHUBA promised that he would let me read the letter MATVIEIEO 
addressed to him as the leader, of the SB* 

5* 1 asked KASHUBA what^ANDERA^s tactics would be in the light of 

MATVIEIEO 's revelations* KASHUBA replied: "As I said before, only now does 

BANDERA realize that in resigning he committed a grave error. He wanted to 
show good will toward the homeland but he did not calculate all possible 
repercussions, especially MATVIEIKOb predicament* He did not foresee that 
his resignation would be tantamount to breaking off liaison with the home- 
land* Now he must take the consequences and accept homeland decisions as 
binding* Accordingly, the ZChCXJN Provid must now realize the instructions 
regarding the reorganization idiich is supposed to be carried out by REBE^, 
MATLA, and BANDERA. Currently, the basic concern is to save all that can 
be saved* ' In other words, we must come to an agreement with the ZChOUN 
opposition, reach settlement with ZPUHVR, but in all of this we must demand 
that nationalist ideology be preserved from drowning in a socialist sea* 

What future cooperation will be like no one in the ZChOUN can predicW 
Coming^alks will show* The situation is complicated in that either^QRD- 
YUK orrIDHAINI has leaked or will leak to ZPUHVR the content to our hom»> 
land pouch, thus giving the opposition more arguments against ZCh(XJN 
positions*" 



6* AECAPELIN Comment: I do not know how much of what KASHUBA stated 
above is in fact tmie. It can be assumed that he did not reveal all, that 
MATVIEIKO’s pouch brought more bad news for BANDERA. However, from what 
KASHUBA did reveal it is clear that the homeland line and Provid have won 
out and that ZChOUN as BANDERA sees it will be bankrupt in the emigration* 
It can be expected also that BANDERA will enter into negotiations with the 
opposition, endeavoring to save as much personal prestige as he can* 
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0* AECAPEUN Report Dated 21 December 1953 

!• On 21 December 1953* EASHUBA stated* **The REB£T«-^(ATLA^BANDE!RA 
talks hare reached a culmination point, that is, they have come to such a 
pass that BANDEEIA must say a firm *no'«" KASHUBA stated that BANDERA in- 
tended honestly to come to an agreement because of the revelations in the 
MATVXEZKO pouch, hoping for a compromis e» However, during the negotiations 
BANDERA*s position weakened, ending in' an announcement by MATLA and RESET 
that what it is at is^ft^laking over of the ZChOUN by the triumvirate* In 
other words, KASHUBA continued, it is intended to dissolve the current ZGlw> 
OUN Provid in favor of rule by the triumvirate* The triumvirate will re^ 
organize the outfit, check its membership, and intends to transfer a maJoi>* 
ity of present ZChOUN members to so— call^ "organic sectors," of non— poli- 
tical oommunity and social organizations* The triumvirate plans, according 
to KASHUBA, that the new ZChCKJ^ consist of but a small number of old OUN 
members who, in the opinion of^MATLA and REBET, deserve membership* After 
such a "purge," the trio will call a conference, which in turn will select 
new executive and political organs* 

2* ThiWdevelop9ien1^ KASHUBA stated, means the end of the ZChOUtl^ 
and therefor^ BANDERA will not agree, maintaining that a spec ial conference 
alone is competent in such matters* However, MATLA and RESET are against 
calling a conference prior to activization of the trl\imvlrate* They have 
begun to threaten that on their own they will put together and publish a 
communique without BANDEflA if he does not abandon his intractibllity* The 
two state that this will be the end of BANDERK’s political career* In re- 
tallatipn, RAWDERA 1 b hurriedly CQnta ftt^ng 1 jB«HhaT!«-ln^All-jfcarr1toiH 

torial ^ylds~~l[ 3^jeellj5is^indiiddua^^^ l|^ 4 asiexUia,-soundjo 

t hPjj "dpTni ftnm , When he feels assured that most of the mmnbers are against 
homeland demands, then BANDERA, regardless of the aftermath, will break off 
the talks* The ideals of the ZChOUN must be preserved, KASHUBA asseirted*. 



P* AECAPEUN Report Dated ^ December 1953 

1* On 28 December 1953, the triumvirate signed a document in regard 
to the reorganization of the ZChOUN, KASHUBA told me today* The document 
concerns an agenda to be followed by the triumvirate in its efforts to 
reorganijse the ZChOUN* The document formalizes the authority of the tri- 
mvirate, temporarily dissolves the existing Provid. and makes initial steps 
toward the calling of a special conference* The document also touches 
upon ZChOUN-ZPUHVR relations, security, and liaison matters, ideological 
problems, and military matters (see Ukralnsky Samostilnyk. anti-BANDEEiA 
issue, 21 Februfny 1954* and 7 March 1954)* 

2* Nows of agreement within the triumvirate circulated quickly in 
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Munich, and in oi^er to assess opinion, I talked with various persons* 

I asked Volodymy^KOZAK, an oppositionist, what caused BANDEEiA to come to 
an appare^ agreement. IK)ZAK replied as follows: "Neither the political 

wisdom o^BANDEEA nor the diplomatic skill of MATLA. and REBET* The poli- 
tical feelings of ZChOUN members caused BANDERA to sign, f or recentj jr feel- 
ings have bjgen, even his onetime frreMs have 

bem walking about the corridors threatening that ff^*W"'T[Sbs 1ob^”ci^ , 
an a^eem^: tha0.h!§yIi«dttLM6lJ^ 

offices*" Thie7 threaten to make an open revolt and take over the ehtirS'"Sf^ 
glSSSaCion* Of course, the SB has reported these feelings to BANDERA, who 
realized that when pressed to the wall the only out for him is to subordi- 
nate himself to the homeland* He knows that if he goes against the home- 
land he is finished for good*" 

3* Roma^ILNZTSKX', emother oppositionist, stated: "That all is not 

well within the ZChOUN was known not only to leading members but this was 
also known to BANDERA* Once he said U’ he had to follow with 'B** When 
he accepted the homeland documents as genuine, then he had to draw the 
proper conclusiohs and abide by them* Moreover, BANDERA realizes that the 
htsaeland uhdergroimd is the only worthwhile thing in emigre political acti^* 
vlty, his only asset. He would lose this asset if he went against the 
linderground* Therefore, he decided upon a painful compromise in order to 
save his dwindling prestige* Perhaps his prestige will Increase a little 



now*" 



g^^LEvrrs 



4* Boris ^^LEVrrSKT, URDP-Left: "News of agreement between the ZChOUN 

and ZFUHVR has disturbed the UN RADA, fearing that now the antl-RADA front 
will be strengthened* It is hot excluded now that the OUN/^ will negoti- 
ate with a r^rganlxed ZChOUN* At any rate, the OUN/M feels much stronger 
now, and if it does not get any of the RADA posts it demands, it may be 
more inclined to leave the RADA completely*" 



Q* AECAPELIN Report Dated 2^ January 1954 

1* The newspapers Ukrainski Vlsti .(No* 7) and Ukralnske Slovo (No* 
636) printed the same article by Teodor'|(DANYLIV of London under the title 
"They Deliberately Ruin*" DANYLI7, formerly president of the Association 
of Ukrainians in Great Britain (SUB), accused in this ai*ticle the ZChOUN 
of having taken over that association for purely party reMons in March 
1953* th\\s subverting a non-party organization. Hrihorl^wRABAT and 
Volodymyi^AVORSKT, ZChOUN territorial Provid members in England, were 
named as the leaders in this drive. Having gained control of SUB, the ZCb- 
OUN now plans to take over the non-party organization of Ukrainian war 
veterans ("Union of Former Ukrainians Soldiers", Obyednannya Buvshykh Voya— 
kiv Ukraintsiv) . DANILIV charges* This veterans* group was organized in 
1950 and has a membership of over 5 >000* The ZChOUN began by organizing 
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a special organization for veterans of the "Galicia" division ( Obvednanttva 
Ukrainskykh Kombatantiv) . In so doings the first organization would be 
considerably weakened, since most of its members are veterans of the "Gali- 
cia" division. Thus controlling "Galicia" veterans, the new organisation 
would take over the original nort-party veterans' group* Thus wrotcTDANYLIV 
in his article against the ZChCRJN* 

2* I asked Bohdai^IDHAINY and 
ans, about his matter* Both tied in the m^^er with the BANDERA-REBET- 
MATLA t€ilk8* They were of the opinion that/BANDERA agreed to negotiate 
because of pressure from below only, and that he planned to use the talks 
as a tactic to appease ZChOUN members m At the same time he began negotia- 
tions, BANDE31A, in collaboration wltl\ASTETSK0, put into motion attempts to 
preserve BANDERA' s position everywhere, STETSKO considers England to be 
the foid^ress of the pro-BANDERA faction, and therefore they decided to con- 
centrate on England* Knowing that, according to homeland instructions, 
military matters are to be reserved exclusively to ZPUHVR, BANDEEiA decided 
to try to gain control of the "Ccalicia" veterans in England and of the world- 
wide organization of these veterans, vdio are organized in the Bratatvo 
Voyak^ Pershoyi Divisiyi UNA, which is ZPUHVE-oriented (lyub<Nnyr O^TINSKT, 
Ca^«l|({ABTINETS, Dr* HQ^ACH)* BANDERA orjjgred one of his loyalists, the 
"Galicia" veteran, EvhenfvPQBIHUSHCHI (allas^EN), to gain control of the 
Bratstvo * POBIHUSHCHI told BANDERA that the assignment v&b very difficult 
because most members and almost all officers are pro-ZPUHVR* A democratic 
el ection will cement ZFlIHK R.xontx»l,-JPQBIHIISHCHLatat^ 

3« BANDERA proposed a different approach* He advised POBIHUSHCHI 
to go to England to creat a local branch of the Bratatvo * ZChOUN metiers 
belonging to the already existing non-party veterans ' organization w^ll 
ordered to PQB TH US HC fflT's ne^ ^ ^ Then, at the next meeting "antfee 

Brat3tvio” *imi^"1^^ the world, the British branch can send the 

greatest number of delegates and gain control of the entire Bratstvo. which 
will thus become a ZChOUi^riented organization* Early January, 1954> 
PQBIHUSHCH^ went to England, where he talked with such ZChOUN leaders as 
DRABAT and/rAVORSKr, POBIHUSHCHI worked clandestinely, but the public 
learned of his activities* Officials of the already existing veteran's 
organization in Ehgland made counter-actions, and DANILIV began to expose 
POBIHUSHCHI in the emigre press* The leaders of the Bratstvo. headed by 
(KITINSKI, also stsnrted counter-actions* Before leaving Nunich for England, 
POBIHUSHCHI circulated the rumor that he had taken sick and had gone for 
treatment in a hospital at Haar, near Mvmich* It is worth noting that BAN- 
DERA also gave POBIHUSHCHI money to begin publishing a new veteran'.s paper 
in the name of an inactive paper outfit ( oWednannya Ukrainskyky Kombatan- 
tiv. OUB, "Union of Ukrainian Combatants") in Germany, headed by POBIHUSHCHI, 
which paper is to oppose The Bratstvo-Vlstl ("News), edited by ORTINSKI* 







KOZAK, both "Galicia" veter- 
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R* AECAPEUN Report Dated 26 January 1954 

1* On 26 January 1954# KASHUBA spoke to me as follows: "The triune* 

virate is still meeting but today it can be said that the talks will lead 
to nothing« When talks begem BANDERA was convinced that the conflict would 
be ended* B]ut the first few days showed that liquidation of the ZChOUN# 
restriction of its adtix^ies in favor of expansion of ZFUHVR activities# 
were intended* At firsi^ANDERA was ready to compromise# but from the very 

X begiiming STETSKO warned that ZPUHVR wants to finish BANDERA off politically* 
STETSIK) argued as follows: 

(a) Reorganis^ation is to take plane at the instructions of the 
homeland Provid . But who is in itT'J^JTOVAL is known for his social- 
ist convictions back in 1943**4» Can we in the emigration be ex- 
pected to obey the oMers of such a "leader"? Another member of 
the hcaneland Provld is Vasyl (9CHRXM0VI.CH# a man who organically 
hated the ZChOUN and who ceased to be a natioziallst in 1946# a man 
vbo is closer to socialists than nationaUsts* 0KHR7M0VICH is the 
evil Influencd around KOVAL and preYentediMAIVIEIKO fr«a seeing 
KPVAl^ Others in the honeland I^^d Ai^i^^^mperaoM 

the nationalist movement within recent years and who do not 
have a firm imderstanding of the Ukrainian stzniggle for liberation* 
They do not know the former OUN leaders and therefore will do what 
KOVAL and OKHRIMOVIGH order, 

(b) In resigning from the post of leader of the entire OUN# BAN- 
DED gave his mandate to KOVAL* But KOVAL is not the factual OUN 
leader; he but temporarily executes the fimctions of that office* 

The legal leader will be properly selected by a future OUN congress 
in the Ukraine* It is a question tdiether the choice will fall on 
KOVAL, According .to MATVIEIKO . Kray .Rroylds favor BANDERA. It c^ 
be assumed that at a fiiture OQngcesa^.theae J^.^ wllX nominate 
BANDERA for toe pqg|#^.^d Hence# it will 

be a graw for BANDBIRA to acce^ homeland instructions and 

carry out the requested reorganization. In fact# this will mean 
that BANDERA has subordinated himself to ZPUHVR, KOVAL and OKHRY- 
MOVICH, STETSKO feels the idea of the triumvirate originated 
neither with KOVAL nor OKHRSMOVICH# but with ZPUHVR. 

(c) The homeland instructions are signed by KOVAL* But' there are 
rumors in ZPUHVR circles that KOVAL is dead. If so# it is' better 
to wait, 

(d) To this date# ZChOUN has no evidence that the homeland in- 
structions are genuine. What if later they are shown to be false? 

If reorganization has already taken place, then it cannot be xm- 
done. 
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(e) If BANDERA does not abide by homeland instructions, ZPUHVR 
will shout that the ZChOUN does not have contact with the home- 
land* But this will be of no significance, for as a matter of 
fact in 1950 ZPUHVR cut off the possibility of ZChOUN contact with 
the homeland Provid . Blame for loss of contact therefore rests on 
2JPUHVR, not BANDERA, KOVAL* s failure to^ ma ana 

at the recfiest of 

0KHRZM)\^CH« If^BANDE^ does not accep nomlland decisions, then 
it can be escpected that part of both the ZChOUN Provid and of the 
rank-and-flle will Join ZPUHVR or organize a new group affiliated 
with ZFUHVR, The loss for the ZChOUN will not be great. Sooner 
or later the ZChOUN wHL^ve to pur^ itself of such undesirables 
anyway. Of iidiat use arej^DHAINT and^KDRDYUK, for instance? At 
Provid meetings it is impossible to speak plainly because of fear 
that one Of them will report to ZPUHVR, No impoirtant instructions 
can be given becavise of fear that unauthorized persons will learn 
about them. All this is abnormal. To make the ZChOUN a healthy 
organization, the oppositionists must be purged. Let there be only 
1000, not 3000, members in the ZChOUN, and it will still be the 
strongest Ukrainian party in the emigration. 



„ ^ I n view of_ th e st^ng ter ror. Ja^the Uk^ it im3t-tL9,jMM>» 

, ^ sldered that, sooner , -or- later>^he..curreat..QUN. Proy;)L^ the rf* l l ba 

J desjb^pygj^. It is an open question whether its ranks can ^teH331ed 

by h^ei^d people. It may well be that the emigrationUnJLl have 
to send in people to build the Provid , T he letter frop^WATVpiilK O. 
in idiich he asks for SB pperatiyes, suggests^^^veiy 
The hbinelahS also heeds organizers and politlbilni'j The ^JChOUN ’ most 
send in people ^o are not infected with socialism and ideas of a. 
classless society, MATVIEIKO subordinated himself to the homeland 
Provid only because he had no one to lean on at that time. With 

n ,f. t« he ! 

ZChOUN Provldw JbLa,..caa,iake>v^F«rN>tha^^ ho me l ^^ If he is sent 

more men from the emigration, then he will have better results. 



(g) An of the preceding possibilities vanish if BANDERA accepts 
homelandAnstructions and consents to the reorganization as de» 
sired by^MATLA and REBET, Therefore.. SIETS KD advis ed BANDERA to 
continue to negotiate but \ander no conditions to accep; homeland 
. decisions ■■as--lnterpre ted* by“^ZFUHV^"*'^^"'^’^"'^‘‘^"^"^^ 

\ i -.•■■A 

2,]aKASHUBA stated that BANDERA accepted^TETSKO*s argumen^ as valid 
and will abide ^y them, especially since Oslp^TYUSHKA, Yaroslav^BENTSAL, 
and even Stepan/lENKAVSKY also agree with most of them, KASHUBA predicted 
that the trituavirate will negotiate to the end of January, with results xuir- 
satisfactoiy for MATLA and REBET, Then there will be a split in the ZChOUN, 
BANDERA will ejqpel all oppositionists, and in a few months things will be 
normal again. In 
with.-the,v.aid^ofa t fe^ feJ B K l fe i^l** 
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S* AECAPELIM Reix>rt Dated 2B January 1954 

1, At a recent meeting of theV^rimyirate and in private talks with 
members of the ZChOUN Provid . ZenorAiATLA charged that someone in the ZChOUN 
Provid is circulating false rumors about the progress of the triumvirate’s 
negotiations in an effort to sabotage victory. MATLA presented the foUo>f- 
ing arguments: 

(a) The newspaper Ukrainski ffisti. No. 3~4j 7 January 1954> prints 
ed an article from a Munich correspondent entitled "Collective 
Directory in the ZChCXJN", wherein, in addition to false informal 
tion, true data are presented, >rtiich tnie data could only come 
from the ZChOUN. 



(b) Among ZChOUN members ij;^he United States copies of documents 
signed by MATIA, REBET, an^^ANDERA are being circulated. Alex- 
anderMCAlZNNIK, member of the German ZChOUN territorial Provid 
and head of the SUM now visiting the United States, gave^ch 
copies to persons to read. Among others, he allowed IvaiiC DOBINJSTS , 
recently deceased URDP leader, to read the material. DUBlNETS in 
turn distributed copies among URDP members and to IvanfKEDRYN~ 
RDDNITSKr, who informed UN RADA people. 






(c) As a result, an atmosphere has been created >rtiich militates 
against success in the triumvirate’s negotiations. MATIA charged 
that this represents a deliberate attempt by the ZChOUN to undeiv- 
mine negotiations. 



lilUD] 



•RYK, who 



2. ^KASHUBA stated that his fellow SB operative, Stepan’ 

f lives in Neu Ulm^Geimiany, reported that the article in iOcrainskl Vlstl was 
written by Boris ^^bE\rETSKY, confirmation coming from Ivai^BAHRYANY and (fnu) 
HRYHORENKO, URDP leaders. KASHUBA stated that thus one of MATIA *s argu- 
ments can be deflected, since it is r^sonable to conclude that LEVITSKY 
got his data from ZPUHVR through IvarrvlAISTEEiNKO, However, KASHUBA is now 
trying to find out who gave the documents t<^KALYNNYK and admits that thsy 
may come^rom the ZChOUN Provid . KASHUBA is of the personal opinion that 
YaroslavJ^TETSKO supplied KALYHNYK with the docmaents* This flows from the 
knowledge that STETSKO tried to influence BANDERA from coming to an agree- 
ment. KASHUBA stated that he plans to remain silent, but if MATIA accuses 
the SB of being responsible for the security slip, then he will make the 
covuiter^charge that STETSKO is responsible. 



T. ABCAPELIN Rexx>rt Dated 2 February 1954 

1. Most ZChOUN qiembers were highly pleased with the news that BANDERA 

SEom 
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had agreed to the reorgauiization of the ZChOUN, Reports that this 'formal 
agreement was bringing no concrete results served to agitate the members 
and hostility toward BANDERA reached unprecedented iH7oportion8* Opposi~ 
tionists within the ZChCXJN united with the "old opposition” (expelled from 
the organization after the 1948 Mittenwald conference) to convoke an "iiv- 
formational meeting", at which the triumvirate's negotiations were tp be 
aired* These oppositioi^sts drew up a memorial, and in late January 1954» 
under the signatures of 56 members, the memorial was given to the trluB^ 
virate* REBET and MATIA were pleased with this development, but BANDERA 
was displeased, seeing this action as pressure on him and as a revolt against 
his authority* BANDERA refused to appear at the proposed meeting. Issued 
an order that ZChOUN members be informed of the progress of the trlumvij>< 
ate's talks through official organizational channels, wd forbade all ZChOUN 
members from taking part in the oppositionists meeting* 

2* BANDERA’S orders were ignored by E(M)IUK and PIDHAINY, both mem’^ 
bers of the ZChOUN Provld. and by the leaders of the Brotherhood of Former 
UFA Soldiers, Modest RIFBTSKI (who is also the legal publisher of Ukrainakv 
Samostiyuyk) and Ify^khallo FEDAK-SMUiNI* RIFETSKT is the head of the UFA 
^dup, and FEDAK-SMIRNI is its finance officer* The informational meeting 
took place on 1 February 1954 and was attended by 47 persons* MATIA and 
REBET attended; BANDERA did not appear* KORDIUK was chosen chairmah, and 
MATIA gave the first report, briefly summarizing the triumvirate’s negotia- 
tions and being careful not to attack BANDERA* However, RESET was more out- 
spoken and placed blame for difficulties on BANDERA. He stated that be- 
cause of BANDERA the triumvirate cannot carry out the homeland's instructions* 
Among those present were the most active ZChOUN members in the Munich area: 
KORDIUK, Irina SAVITSKA-KOZAK, RIPETSKI, FEDAK-SMIRNT, Volodymyr KERQD, 
Hryhoriy NANIAK, Stepan PROTSIK, and such "old oppositionists" as RESET, 
Volodynyr STAKHIV, Daria REBET, Ivan HUTSUL-BUTKOVSKI, lyubomyr ORTYNSKI, 

Fedir YUREVICH, Yaroslav FEDYK* 

3* I. asked KASHUBA about this meeting* He spoke as follows: "Parti- 

cipation by over 25 current ZChOUN members, headed by KORDIUK and against 
the order of BANDERA, can be understood only as an open revolt against 
BANDERA, In the very near future, BANDERA will make the proper conclusions* 
Hitherto there has never been an occasion in the history of the OUN in which 
Provld members or ordinary members in such an open and heinous manner broke 
an order of a leader* KORDIUK not only did not obey the order, but headed 
an Illegal 'mob'* SB leaders noted all ZChOUN members present at the meet- 
ing*" KASHUBA stated that although PIDHAINY was not present, the latter 
agrees one-himdred poivcent with those that were, requesting Volodymyr 
KOZAK to so inform those present. 

4, KASHUBA stated that after the meeting he talked with some of those 
that had been present - in order to find out why they disobeyed BANDERA* 
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KASHUBA stated RiraiuCSKY argued approximately as follows: "We former UFA 

soldiers went abroad in order to fxirther the Ukrainian liberation fight and 
to tell the truth about the homeland* We received orders to go abroad from 
the UFA command and fr o m t ; he ..OU N. homelan3 ~ 

Wb are ~1&ound' to of the OUN""Homelahd PS^d« Whigft^’the" hMe^ 

or ders tTl5tr~tTie~12ChQUirM ^y^b” then the order , jmst obeyed, 

e spSclall^by Therefore . we shall be against 

sabotage hc^eland instructions, regardless of whether the guilty is BANDERA, 
or MATLA, or REBET* And because it is BANDERA tdio is doing the sabotage, 
we are against QANDERA* For us KOVAL*s order takes precedence over that of 
BANDERA, and therefore, we went to the meeting* Moreover, it must be re-^ 
moobered that BANDERA gave his instructions regarding the informing of ZCh» 
OUN members only after our meeting had been scheduled* Why did he not do so 
sooner? Did he not fear criticism from the ranks? What guarantee is there 
that BANDERA*s organizational channels will give a true picture in regard 
to the talks? We could, however, get objective information if BANDERA h£Ui 
come to our meeting, for then we would have heard all members of the triune 
vlrate* And the fact that BANDERA refused to attend suggests that he is 
afraid to talk openly about his plails. We want to know what BANDERA will 
say via organizational channels* but we have our own views as well* We feel 
simply that BANDEEUL is opposing the homeland, and we shall never go against 
the homeland*" 

5* KASHUBA stated FEDAK-SMIRNY argued as follows: "BANDERA* s order 

not to attend our meeting was so strange that I could not obey* It seems 
to me there is no other organization in the world which would so restrict 
its members, tell them where they may or may not go, vdiom they should he^* 

If BANDERA had ordered us not to attend a Communist meeting, then we would 
all obey* But when he orders us not to go to a meeting at which men manh- 
dated by the homeland Frovld are to speak, then such an order we will never 
ob^« Let BANDERA know that we former UFA soldiers continue to obey the 
orders of the homeland*" 

6* The oppositionists decided to hold another conference in February 
and asked REBET and MATLA to keep them informed* BANDERA's plans, according . 
to KASHUBA, are to leave the rebels in peace until the triumvirate's talks 
are over* He will again issue a directive, however, warning them that if 
they continue to disobey the ZChOUN Frovid they will automatically exclude 
themselves from the organization* After the trio's talks break down, idiich 
KASHUBA believes will take place in a few days, BANDERA will mete out final 
punishment to the revolting members* All will be put under the organization's 
Judicial arm and legally expelled* First to go will be KORDYUK and FIDHAINY* 
The purge will hit the Brotherhood of Former UFA Soldiers, and all terri- 
torial Frovids and branches, KASHUBA stated. 

7* For aroimd a month there have been rumors in the Ukrainian emigrflM 
tion that the OUN Frovld has ordered that all futxire vinderground publications 
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refrain from mentioning BANDERA 's name, I asked Ivan KASHUBA weeks ago what 
the source of these rumors is . On 3 February 1954» while criticizing PIIU 
HAINY and KORDYUK because they were involved in the 1 February informational 
meeting, KASHUBA spoke to me as follows; "You once asked me idiether it is 
true that Colonel KOVAL had ordered all Kray Provids in the Ukraine not to 
mention BANDERA* s name in their publications. At that time I could not ai>« 
swor, because. I nyself did not know, I felt then that that was propaganda 
emanating from ZPUHVR, However, today I can say that that rumor is 
fortunately true. Recently, BANDERA let me read a letter addressed to him 
fiw Ifyron MATVIEYIK), T he let ter had- been decoded, a job that took rather 
long. In this letter MATVXEYKO charges that BANDERA made a mistake in r^ 
si gning from the post of leader of the entire OTN, for that act forced 
MATVIETKO to subordinate himself to the OUN Provid, But whgt is even mot*e 
im^rtant, the homeland Provid interpreted BANDERA’s resignation as capltu^ 
latlon and decided to finish BANDERA politically once and for all , Soon 
after^ he got wojrd of BANDMA’s resignation, KOVAL issued an order that 
B ANDERA*s na me -is not to be mentioiied in any organizational newspa|ie]S 9 ^^,pa^ 
phle^ . lea flets . procl amations , or meet ings . Even more, the order states 
that all old publications that mention BA^EM's name should be edited so 
that his name is eliminated, either by inking or by cutting. Of course, 
this order is being literally executed by Kray Provids. for not everybody 
imderstands why such an order was glven^ As a result there is much specu- 
ation and rumor, vdiich in turn only cause BANDERA more harm, ZPUHVR would 
not know about this if KORDYUK or PIDHAINY had not informed them. And today, 
when so many ZChOUN members, including so many of its leaders, openly r»^ 
fuse to obey BANDERA*s orders, all this can be ascribed to KOVAL*s order, 
vAilch the sons>^f»bltches PIDHAINY and KORDYUK passed on to ZPUHVR," 

8, ABGAPELIN CcHnment; KASHUBA stated that he himself read MATVIEYKO*s 
letter to BANDERA and that the story about KOVAL* s order appears in that 
letter almost literally as KASHUBA it to me. I am inclined to believe KAr- 
SHUBA in this instance, for usually KASHUBA remains silent when things unr- 
pleasant are broached. And vrtien he is induced into talking about impleas» 
ant things j^bout the ZChOUN, the essential data are generally true. 



U, AECAPELIN Repoirt Dated 2 Februai*y 1954 

1, In a previous report, I stated that BANDERA Issued an order fort- 
bidding all ZChOUN members from attending the informational meeting called 
by the opposition on 1 February 1954, I also reported Ivan KASHUBA*s conr- 
steimation that so many members ignored the order by attending. On 8 Feb- 
ruary 1954 I talked with Capt, Volodymyr KOZAK and Stepan PROTSYK, both 
members of the opposition, KOZAK told me that ZChOUN members did not obey 
BANDEElA*s order because of the following reasons; Minlch members of ZChOUN 
feel that since July, 1953# no ZChOUN Provid in fact exists, that is, from 
the moment that Colonel Vasyl KOVAL signed the order authorizing the 
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triumvirate to take over, that formally the ZChOUN Provid ceased to exist 
at the moment vdien Mykola LEBED, UHVR secretary for foreign affairs, in- 
formed BANDERA of KOVAL*s order, which act took place several months ago; 
that in reality the ZChOUN Provid ceased to exist vrtien by majority vote 
the Provid itself decided to dissolve and handed over its perogatives to 
. the triumvirate; Therefore, according to KOZAK, ZChOUN members recognize 
the trixuDvlrate, not BANDERA* s Provid . In consequence, members are bound 
• to follow oirders put out by the triumvirate, or a majority of its members; 
by the same token, they cannot follow the orders of one man in the trium- 
virate* .And since two members of the triumvirate took part in the organi- 
zational meeting of 1 February 1954, ZChOUN members in ffiinich had all right 
in the world to attend* 



2* PROTSYK advanced the same line of argument* To ny question, how 
to interpret BANDERA’ s removal of Bohdan KJRDYUK from the ZChOUN I^vld* as 
well as suspension of KORDYUK f jrom membership in the ZChOUN, PROT^fKro- 
plied approximately as follows: Neither BANDERA nor any other member of 

the so-called Provid (STETSKO, PSHUBA, BENTSAL, VASKOVICH, LENKAVSKY) can 
expel or suspend KORDYUK, for no ZCWXJN Provid exists. The triumvirate 
alone is competent in these matters* The fact that BANDERA went so far as 
to e3q)el KORDYUK shows that he does not want to accept homeland decisions 
and is prepared to fight for personal power even if he has to cross over 
the coipses of his closest colleagues* BANDERA *s move brought results 
opposite from those intended* He hoped thereby to terrorize the opposition* 
But the result is that the opposition was given added argument against BAN^* 
DERA. BANDEElA’s action showed that he is overly ambit greedy for power, 
unwort a homeland 

ciaions ; ' but hoiT'sEamefully ignores his signature* In the eyes of ZChOUN 
members, BANDEEIA ceased to be a member of the ZChOUN Provid at the moment 
he broke the rejgulation of the London conference, which regulation, point 
47 clearly stresses that all Instructions of the homeland Provid bind the 
ZChOUN* Now, PROTSYK continued, BANDERA attempts to give this point a one- 
sided interpretflktion, holding that that po^t pertains only to . the ZChOUN- 
ZPUHVR controversy, not to internal ZChOUN matters* All present at the 
London conference had in mind aU homeland Instructions, not merely the 
ZChOUN-ZPUHVR conflict* 



3* To my question, how ZChOUN members foresee the settlement of the 
conflict, PROTSYK spoke as follows: ZC1K)UN members wait eagerly for the 

end of the triumvirate’s negotiations* All decisions of the triumvirate 
carried by majority vote will be binding on all ZChOUN members* If the 
trio by majority vote calls for a special ZChOUN conference, then ZChOUN 
members will attend that conference. If BANDERA opposes this conference, 
then he and all his supporters automatically exclude themselves from the 
ZChOUN, Here In Germajiy BANDERA has a small handful of followers only; 
later even this handful will disappear, and he will be supported by 15 or 
20 organizational bureaucrats who will cling to him only because he will 
pay them money. In concrete details, the matter will be as follows, PROTSYK 



outlined: 



(a) The printshop "Cicero" (owned by a cooperative xmder ZChOUN 
control, and which publishes Ukralnsldy Samostlynyk ) will remain 
in the hands of the opposition. Today the BANDERA loyalists have 
more members in the cooperative, but the board of directors is 
conti*oUed by the opposition* 

(b) The newspaper Ukraine ky Samos tirnadc. the legal and responsible 
publisher being Modest RIFETSKT, an oppositionist, will stay in 
the hands of the opposition, and for a time the pro-BANDEEiA ele» 
ments will be without an organ* 

(c) The "Brotherhood of Former UFA Soldiers", the chief support 
of the ZChCXJN, will subordinate itself to the UFA Mission attached 
to ZPUHVR* 

(d) liaison with the hcmieland is in the hands of Bohdan FlDHAlNf , 
an oppositionist, if that tsm is properly used* We of the opposi- 
tion", however^ consider ourselves to be "the position", that is 
legal ZChOUN members* 

(e) BANDERA counts on support fr<sn various territorial organizaw- 
tions, considering England to be his special bastion* But we be- 
lieve that sooner or later he will, lose in the territorial organi- 
zations also, especially if the legal ZChOUN created by MATLA and 
RESET is active. The old. ZPUHVR "Mlttenwald" opjposition must now 
work solidly with the new opposition, PROTSYK continued* We will 
not allow ourselves to be removed from the ZChOUN, as the old 
Mlttenwald opposition did* 

4* Thus the thinking of the opposition* On 9 February, I talked with 
Ivan KASHUBA in order to find out the thinking of the BANDERA loyalists* 
KASUUBA predicted that the triumvirate's talks will break down soon* BAN- 
DERA will decisively reject homeland demands as interpreted by REBET* 

Schism in the ZChOUN is inevitable* BANDMA Justifies his moves by the logic 
that the ZChOUN and the homeland OUN are two equal, parallel organizations, 
the homeland having no right to order the ZChOUN to do anj^hing, and the 
ZChOUN having no right to interfere with homeland matters* BANDERA, follow- 
ing the reasoning above, can consider KOVAL' s instructions regarding the re- 
organization of the ZChOUN only as comradely advice, not an order, and the 
circvuDStance that MATLA and REBET consider KOVAL* s advice an order gives 
BANDERA the right to break off talks. It is true that the ZChOUN Provid dis- 
solved itself and turned over its competence to the triumvirate, but the 
article of dissolution contained a clause which states that the dissolution 
ceases to be effective if and when the triumvirate does not come to unani- 
mous agreement on any issue. BANDERA holds that the calling of the infor- 
mational meeting by the opposition on 1 February forced BANDERA to invoke 
that clause, which abolishes the dissolution of the ZChOUN Provid . Thtos, 
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according to BANDERA, his veto power annulled the dissolution of the ZChOUN 
ProvicU Accordingly, BANDERA *s action against KORDYUK is legal^ 

5* KASHUBA stated that schism is inevitable, and that therefore the 
pro«*BA]^£RA Provid decided to take over various offices and functions* The 
newspaper Ukralhskv Samostiynyk is in the hands of Modest RIPETSKI, who 
heads the opposition among UFA soldiers* In private talks, the edltor-ii>^ 
chief, Zenon PELENSKI, also revealed he is against BANDERA* FELENSKI*s 
assistant, Roman IUHTSKI, is also in the opposition* Yaroslav PEUSNSK7, 
lyubomir TATUKH, and Volod^rmyr LENYK are also in the opposition* The BAN- 
DEEIA loyalist Provid hopes to name Stepan LENECAVSKY editor-in-chief, and 
Volodjnnyr PASHNYK legal eind responsible editor* From the newspaper admini- 
stration, the BANDEEiA loyalists further-plan, must be removed Hikhailo 
FEDAK-SMIRNY and a few other oppositionists* The next step of the loyalist 
will be the taking over of the -print ing coopOTatl^o^SlciM!^^ 
feel will be easy, because the opposition there is in the Mnority* "Cicero" 
will be turned over to Stepan LEMA7SKY, Ivan KASHUBA, Osip VASKDVICH, and 
Volodyn^ PASHNYK* The directors are now opposition-controlled, KASHUBA 
stated, but they can be changed by calling a meeting of cooperative members 
and selecting there a new board of directors* 

6* The most important and most complicated problem concerns liaison 
with the homeland^ KASHUBA stated. Liaison is controlled by PIDHAINY, who 
is an oppositionist and who stated that he will turn over liaison only to 
the trlunnrirate, and t!^t if BANDERA will not agree with the other members 
thereof, then he will turn over the liaison to REBET and MATLA* BANDERA 
is making efforts now to circumvent PIDHAINY *s plans* As is known, liai- 
son is not in the hands of PIDHAINY alone, but in those of the British also* 
PIDHAINY cannot work without the British, and with PIDHAINY alone the Bri- 
tish cannot send men into the Ukraine or obtain mall therefmm* At present 
we do not know what stand the British will tsdee, KASHUBA continued* BANDJg iA. 

f* t v^n^^ tha 1 1 him* lu anticipation 

of present problems, several months ago BANDERA persbidllly made contact 
with that British station which cooperates with the 21ChOUN* If PIDHAINY re- 
fuses to turn over liaison to BANDE^, then BANDERA will contact the British 
directly* And if for some reason the British decide to work with PIDHAINY, 
REBET, and MATLA, then ah unheard-of scandal will emerge* "We must control 
liaison with the homeland", KASHUBA affirmed, "even if we have to spill 
blood, even if we have to liquidate all those striving to take the liaison 
anray from us* Blood-Letting will take place not only here, but also in the 
Ukraine* This the opj^sition must not forget it and it alone will be re- 
sponsible for the blood-letting that may follow*" 

7* In a subsequent talk KASHUBA stated that on 9 February 1954> the 
BANDEI^ loyalists tried to take the Plpainsky Samostiynyk from the opposi- 
tion, but that attempt ended in a fhiJare; Oh 9 Februaiy, in accorcUmce 
with a decision of the pr6-BAND]fflAPjgg|W, Osip VASKOVICH suid Volodymyr 
PASHNYK appeared at Modest RIPETSKz *e eific e on Dachauerstrasse and r^ 
quested the surrender of the paper* VASKOVICH informed RIPETSKY that the 
ZChOUN Provid has named PASHITO the now legal director of the publication* 




Both VASKOVICH and PASHNYK asked for the paper's finances, books, addresses, 
files, etc. It seems that RIPETSKT was prepared for this* Ho refused their 
demand and stated that if they persist he would call the German police, and 
that he is legally in charge and can do as he sees proper. RIFETSKY or- 
dered all other employees of the paper to follow nobody else's instructions 
but his own. He stated that all employees with opinions differing from his 
are free to leave employment with the paper. To date no one has left. 

Next BIPETSKT named Bohdan KORDYUK director of the publication, who took over 
in the name of the triiamvirate. KASHUBA stated that the matter is not yet 
settled aiMi that on 10 February the pro«BANDERA Provid is to have a long 
session devoted to discussion of the conflict* 



7, AECAPELIH Report Dated Ig. February 1954 

1* The last meeting of the triumvirate (KATLA, REBET, BANDERA) took 
place on 12 February 1954 &t 1500 hours in a Munich restaurant at Sendling** 
ettor Platz* ^n addition to the trio, Yaroslav STETSKO was present, while 
REBST and MATLA brought Lubomyr ORTYNSKI, who they wanted to act as re- 
coz*ding secretary. Prior to this 12 February meeting, KASHDBA told me that 
tMs meeting would probably be the last, for the ZChOUN Provid instructed 
BANDERA, should it be necessary, to accept the document "Plan and Certain 
Explanations Regarding the Activity of the Temporary Leadership of the 
ZChOUN", dated 28 Decanber 1953, only under the condition that REBET and 
MATLA agree that this document pertain to the ZCh0UN-2S^HVR controveri^ 
only and that insofar as the reorganization of the ZChOUN is concerned, each 
member of the triumvirate should have the right of veto* The preconditions 
were necessary, KASHUBA stated, because MATLA will always be against BAN- 
DERA* KASHUBA stated that if the triumvirate refuses BANDERA *s preconditions 
at the 12 February meeting, then BANDERA would break off talks* 

2* After the 12 February meeting, KASHUBA told me that BANDERA had 
protested against the presence of C^YNSKY at that meeting* QRTYNSKY was 
obliged tq leave, BANDERA basing his stand on the following arguments: 

(a) The creation of the triumvirate, in BANDERA *s opinion, did 
not originate with the homeland OUN Provid or ZPUHVR, Rather, 
its creation was a direct order of the Americans, the result of 

j foreign Intervention in Ukrainian affairs* 

(b) ORTYNSKY, according to BANDERA, is an American agent idio had 
finished American intelligence training. ORTYNSKY, it was held, 
was sent to the meeting by Americam intelligence in agreement with 
ZPUHVR, 

(c) In private talk and in public utterances ORTYNSKY does not 
hide that he is in the service of American intelligence* He 
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always cites the Americans as aua example vrorthy of 
he had as little as a spark of national feeling he 
Ukrainian political life completely* 

3* KASHUBA further told me that the present ZChOUN Provld does not 
consider the new schism a terrible thing. The ZPUHVB-ZChOUN conflict as it 
developed after the 1943 Nlttenwald Conference has shown that in or near 
ZPUHVB there are no strong individuals capable of active organizational 
work of creatii^ and vitalizing a new organization, BANDEEiA and his loyal- 
ists anticipate the following course of events: 

(a) The opposition will maintain control of Ukrainsky Samoatlvnyk. 
which will propagandize against BANDERA, No great harm will re- 
sult therefrom, however, because neither the opposition nor ZPOHVR 
has adequate fluids to keep the paper alive. It will die as Ukrain- 
ska Trvbuna did — the ZChOUN paper that went over to ZPUPiVR In 
1943, only to disappear. The Americ|sg^«.^jP.6Qi3d^ 

not give the opposiUQ aaaa^aBSaLfche.^ 

sky iiiaaaosiiani^^ This paper ran on a deficit for ttoee 

it able to achieve financial solvency. 
During the deficit years ZChOUN stood the loss, all staff being 
paid from the organization’s funds, rather than by the newspaper. 
All the provBANDEEiA outfit has to do is to inform present Sam6s> - 
tjynyk subscribers that the paper has gone over to the opposition, 
and more than BO per-cent will cease subscribing. In anticipation 
of this move, the pro-BANDERA loyalists in advance obtained the 
addresses of all subscribers, 

(b) If REBET and MATLA create new ZChCRJN organs, they will be un- 
able to set up a wrthwhile Provid , BANDERA believes that the 
best element will stick with him. The . opposition will consist of 
careerists, "Give me name/of people", K^HUBA stated, "irfio are 
really ready to visit all ZChOUN areas in all countries, convoke 
meetings, agitate, go to England, Belgium, or across the ocean, to 
make rebellion there. Neither ZFUHVR nor the opposition has such 
persons. To make a palace revolution in Munich was not difficult, 
but it will be a hard job to gain control of outlying areas. The 
opposition will never control the territorial organizations. This 
we know, and therefore we {hall not fight the Munich palace re- 
volution," 

(c) The basic problem today, KASHUBA continued, is to have cadres 

ready,jtolgft,..£olAh(^'So the ZChOUN has such cadres, 

around 1000 men who are ready at BANDERA *s first call to return to 
the Ukraine, Thus far it seems that the homeland is controlled by 
ZPUHVR men. But this year the situation will change. In his r^ 
ports MATVIEIKO stresses that only the homeland Provid Is Jgainsl 




emulation. If 
would abandon 
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opptte 

sltion abro ad. f!nrrflni.1|^ , M fl TOIEVyQ ifl -in fnrt. t -l lft Ifi fflf lfr 
hoiaei^ Okruha (underground uni t ) , 

Ir in spring the'^ChOUN sends more men into the Ukraine, then 
other areas will also be in the control of our men* Our men will 
demand the convocation of a great OUN Congress, at vdiich they will 
have a majority* The Congress will select a homeland Provid in 
sympathy with BANDERA and his political line* 

(d) BANDERA and his followers expect to convince the majority of 
ZChOUN mmnbers that it is better to go against the decisions of the 
homeland Provid. thus to save the underground, than to come to 
agreement with the opposition by accepting homeland decisions, 
acceptance being tantamount to destruction of all the accomplisl>> 
ments of the OUN since its inception 25 years ago* 

(e) BANDERA expects that the British will aid Mm Infiltrate men 
into 

is why ne how openly ^s^lSbes €hat behind ZPUHVR and the opposition 
is hidden American intelligence* It will be in the interest of 
the British to support BANDERA, not 21PUHVR, 

(f ) The BANDERA loyalists for the time being will make no counter^ 
actions against the wrk of BEBET and ’MATIA: ;, The loyalists will 
wait for the opposition to make the first moves, exploiting these 
moves later to show that MATLA and REBET, not BANDERA, toipedoed 
the work of the triumvirate. For this reason to this date BANDERA 
has hot yet replied to REBET* s and MATLA *s "ultimatum" of 12 Feb- 
ruary 1954* 

(g) On 15 February at 1800 hours there is to take place the second 
informatibnal meeting called by the opposition* BMDERA plans to 
send several loyalists to this meeting, vdio in the name of the ZC1>> 
OUN loyalists will state that the ultimatum from RESET and MATLA to 
BANDERA made impossible further negotiation by the triumvirate* 

The loyalists to attend the 15 February meeting will have instmct- 
iohs to go no further than that* Who they will be, KASHUBA did not 
reveal* KASHUBA is convinced that this 15 February meeting will 
boomerang against the opposition* 

(h) KASHUBA assumes that MATLA and REBET will name new ZChOUN or- 
gans only after the 15 February meeting. The behavior of the loy- 
alists attending the meeting is intended to show the opposition 
that there are still rank-and-file members who follow BANDERA* 
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W* AECAPEUN Report Dated 16 February 1954 

1* On 12 February 1954> MATLA and REBET put out a conununlque in which 
they announced that as of 9 February 1954» a board of plenipotentiaries has 
officially taken over the ZChOUN* The board consists of MATIA and REBET, 
the third manber of the triumvirate, Stepan BAMDERA, refusing to enter* 

The board of plenipotentiaries stated that as of 12 February the ZChOUN 
Provid has been dissolved and ZChOUN members are no longer under the Juris- 
diction of the old pro^BANDERA Provid * The establishment of a new ZChOUN 
political advisory board and executive committee was pi*omised« As of 15 
February 1954» these new orgsuis had not yet been created* 

2* Slowness in creating these new organs was interpreted by BANDERA 
as weakness and lack of decision* BANDERA expected that at its second ii>* 
formational meeting held in Munich on 15 February the opposition woTild name 
these new organs* BANDERA dispatched a few of his men, led by Pavlo SHEV- 
CHUK, to this meeting, charging them to observe what transpires* At the 
meeting SHEVCHUK behaved like an oppositionist, signing the declaration 
wherein those present declared their loyalty to the homeland Provid * Ifow^ 
ever, SHEVCHUK observed what he considered weaknesses in the opposition in 
that MATLA and REBET did not annoxmce the composition of a new political 
advisory council or of a new executive committee* Instead, SHEVCHUK ob- 
served that the meeting got lost in the discussion of socialism, neo-craomu- 
hism, jand the position of Ivan MAISTEENKO in ZPUHVR, He reported to KASHUBA 
that the oppositionists are neglecting to take over key ZChOUN spots* KA— 
SHUBA reported to BANDERA and STETSKD, >dio decided to take advantage of the 
indecision evident* 

3* Learning from SHEVCHUK that the Ukralnsky Samostivnyk Vras to appear 
as an anti— BANDERA number, B ANDER^ t:9 the paper 

at^ l l cos ts* KASHUBA. :fehen..e,sp.ii.9,5i;M„ZCWPJ^embers.^iiiarkJn&.,te 

refuse to obey the orders of Stepan EROTSxK and Sondan PjODHAINT (the diTect- 
ors of the printshop) and to obey only KASHUBA »s orders j- to refuse to turn 
over to anj^ne, especially Modest RIPETSKT, REBET, or MATIA, other printed 
pages of the paper; and to put out a new first page as soon as the materials 
arrive* KASHUBA named Ifyr on KARPINETS, a "Cicero” employee, head of the 
"counter-action committee" at the printshop* KARPTNETS mm given 

an aymed i^9uad,J «MSd>wappear‘i<4na^^ es . On 15 February, more* 

, pver, KASHUM sent a cable to Stepan MUDRIK in Meu-Ulm, Germany, asking the 
latter to bring an action squad from that city to Munich on 16 February* 
KASHUBA and Hryhoriy VASKOVICH collected another action squad to take over 
the editorial offices of the paper, located on Dachauerstrasse 9/H* KA- 
I SHUBA put the start of the "counter-action" as 0800 hours, 16 February* 

4* Not expecting anything unusual, PROTSYK opened the printshop on 
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16 February and admitted its employees. Upon entry, the action squad began 
to destroy the first page of the paper. When PROTSYK intervened, th^ 
threatened to beat him up* Terrorized, PROTSYK telephoned the Editorial 
office on Oachauerstrasse and informed the editors of vfhat was transpiring 
at the prlntshop. At the same time, another action squad under KASHUBA eind 
VASKOVICH was inaction at the editorial office, RIPETSKI called the German 
police, who demanded that both RIPETSKY and VASKOVICH promise in writing 
that from each side nothing irregular would be done pending the arrival of 
a court decision. The poUce also cleared the offices of all persons not 
enqclbyed by the newspaper. The action squad, however, continued to walk 
the corridors. Police intervention prevented full physical possession. 
However, KASHUBA did take over the paper’s finances, records and circula- 
tion lists. The opposition lost its head for a time and seemed helpless. 

5* Seeing what was taking place at Dachauerstrasse, the oppositionist 
Roman imiTSKr' departed to have a final talk with BANDERA. In a long talk 
ILNITSKI appealed to BANDERA to join the triumvirate, accusing the latter 
of being responsibild for a new split in the ZChOUN, Stepan LEMAVSKI, a 
fence-sitter, was preset at the talk. LENKAVSKY requested BANDEEIA to re- 
consider. BANDERA’S reply was that he is ready to work in the triumvirate 
under the condition that it accept his additional stipulations as listed 
in his letter to RESET and HATLA, especially that these two order PIDHAINT 
to turn over liaison with the homeland to the pro-BANDERA Provid . IHSrirSKr 
replied that the last was an impossible demand in conflict with the order 
of the honeland Provid . BANDERA then replied that he will do tdiat he cox>- 
siders best and then at least he will save the ZChOUN from moral disinte- 
gration. . ILNITSKY returned to the newspaper office and reported to the 
opposition, 

6. Having heard IINITSKY’s report, RESET and MATIA concluded that 
BANDEEiA would do anything to save his prestige. After a long conference, 
they sent RIPETSKY and KORDYUK to the "Cicero" prlntshop, to pick up the 
already printed pages of the Samostiynyk and take it to the "Logos" print- 
shop, where the first and sixth pages would then be reprinted. FROTSYK 
tried to turn the pages to the two men but KARPINETS’s men refused* RIPET— 
SKY and KORDYUK called the police, who put in an appearance at the prlntshop 
but refused to -t;ake the side of any of the disputants, REBET, in the meai>* 
time, had ordered that "Logos" be engaged to print the first issue of ain 
antl-BANDEEtA Samostiynyk . 

7* Faced with the situation at "Cicero", the opposition gathered at 
Dachauerstrasse and discussed what should be done. I was present, and 
suggested that MATLA and REBET order that the oppositionists take Over the 
prlntshop, by force if necessary, I stressed that RIPETSKY had the law on 
his side, that RIPETSKY as the legal publisher has the full right to pick 
up his own property, especially since PROTSYK, the printshop’s director, is 





in agreement, I stated that the protests of the type-setters is illegal 
and need not be heeded* I suggested that 12 persons simply go to the print- 
shop and pick up RIPETSKY*s property, the alreawly printed pages* Dr* lyu- 
bomyr ORTTNSKY seconded toy suggestion, MATIA and REBET, however, held that 
use of a show of force might compromise the opposition, holding everything 
must be done in a legal manner. I again emphasized that to pick up the 
printed F>age8 at the plant was a legal act. The oppositionists refused to 
move. Instead, BANDMtA. sent hew material to the print shop^ and during the 
night of 16-17 February set up a pro«BANDERA issue. An SB auto picked up 
the edition in the moniing and hauled it to lindwunnstrasse, where the 
mechanical side of distriibuting the paper was done* 

8* It is evident that the pro-BANDERA Provid had a well-planned proc* 
gram of action* It ordered that no one should take a copy of its Samostlv- 
nyk o ut of the office until the paper had been mailed outside of Germany to 
all non-Munich addresses, both inside and outside of Germany, This was 
done because of fear that RIPETSKI, receiving a copy in Munich, might get 
the German post to confiscate the edition as illegal mall* In maiUng the 
paper, first to be mailed were issues to subscribers in England and all 
trans-ocean coimtriesj next, subscribers in Germany, excluding Munich; last- 
ly, Munich subscribers* Pavlo SHEVCHUK took the subscription lists from 
the Dachauerstrasse office, 

9* y&RHnUA-iiA l ri H/»on p ter-actiQn» in M iinic.h 

five actlon...s.quads, .each with from 5 tp Most came from cities 

other than Munich* All action squad leaders received iristiuctions to“^'©^ 
have^'peac'eflliay but to be ready for an order to act. All efforts at force 
/ on the part of the opposition were to be "bloodily liquidated", according to 

I KASHUBA, I asked what he meant by "bloodily, liquidated", KASHUBA repli^ 
that the squads had orders to beat up physically anyone who opposed than* 
"Spme of the boys had pistols", KASHUBA stated, but things went smoothly 
because the b]^|)OffiliUii Ueliauuil in a restrained manner,*' But the matter does 
not end here", KASHUBA continued* "All leaders of the opposition that 
called for aid from the German police will in a short time be given a lesson 
so that during thejrstay in hospitals they will have the opportunity to 
, ponder whether in any future evert they should call the police or not," 

\ Candidates for lessons in patriotism, as KASHUBA put it, he named as Ley 
\R£B£T, Zenon MATLA, Modest RIFETSKY, Bohdan KORDYUK (because all of them 
'Wave orders to call the police) and Bohdan PIDHAINY (because he refused to 
^urn over liaison to the pro-BANDERA Provid) , 

10, In passing, KASHUBA stated that BANDERA had learned from the 
British consulate that PIDHAINY had received a visa to go to England to 
teOk matters over with the British, KASHUBA stated that on 18 or 19 Feb- 
ruary either BANDERA or STETSKO would go to England in order to explain 
what had happened within the ZChOUN and to pursuade the British to support 
BANDERA, rather than MATLA and REBET, 




X* AECAPELIN ' Report Dated 20 February 1954 



1, On 20 Febioiary at 1115 hours I telephoned the editorial office of 
Suchasna Ukraina . I wanted to speak to Fedir YUREVICH, As soon as the 
operator connected me, I heard a telephone talk in progress, apparently 
YUREHCH talking to an engineer, for so did YUREVICH title his co<-speaker« 
I could also hear that the "engineer" was speaVcLng long-distance, and by 
the sound of his voice I recognized Bohdan PIDHAINY, who was speaking from 
London* YUREVICH briefly informed PIDHAINY about the situation in Munich* 
Their talk was brief, for YUREVICH remarked, "Dr, REBET has just appeai^ed 
and I’ll give the receiver to him," 

2* The talk then progressed in this fashion: 

PIDHABIY: "Good-day, Doctor, What is new? Why don’t you inform me about 

*diat is going on?" 



REBET : "I do inform you, I wrote you a long letter and enclosed a mass 

of documents, giving the letter to RIPETSKY to send to you, I 
believe that you should have already received it," 



PIDHAINY 



"I haven’t. When did you send it?" 



EEBET 



"Three days ago I gave it to RIPETSKY to send to you," 



PIDHAINY 

REBET 



"Then all is in order. Perhaps I’ll get it today. What is new?" 

"All is in ordei. Yesterday we named the Political Bounoil and 
ZChOUN Executive Committee, Today the Political Council is to 
meet. How did your matter turn out? Is all in order? Do you 
know whether BANDERA will show up (in London)?" 



PIDHAINY: "Things are going nicely to our advantage, BANDERA will come 

because th^ called him here. Shenanigans have started here, 
but I expect that all will be well," 

REBET : "I do not \uklerstand. Who called BANDERA?" 

PIDHAINY: "Our neighbors, of course," 



REBET : "And how is it with the rank-and-file in England?" 

PIDHAINY: "Good, If we do a little work here, we can have at least 50 

per-cent of the members on our side," 



REBET : "How long will you stay where you are?" 



PIDHAINY: "I must stay here at least for one week more, that is, xmtil I 

have taken care of everything. 



REBET : 

PIDHAINI; 
REBET : 

PIDHAINY: 
REBET : 
PIDHAINY: 

REBET : 

PIDHAINY: 
REBET : 
PIDHAINY: 
REBET : 



PIDHAINY: 
REBET : 



PIDHAINY: 
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"Wouldn’t it be good if we sent you someone to help you* If so, 
whom?" 

"I don’t know whom* You yourselves must think of whom to send*" 

"Wo might send RIPETSKY, for he already has a visa* We could 
also send Hrytsko NANYAK, Would that be okey?" 

- "Send them both here*" 

"NANYAK does not have a visa. Can you help him get one?" 

"I could help, but I would have to know vdien he plans to leave 
and the number of his passport," 

"I do not know the passport number. But 1*11 tell him to apply 
for a visa at the English consulate immediately* Later we will 
send you the passport number* When shovild I telephone you? Or 
will you telephone us?" 

"Good, I'll telephone you today, but when?" 

"Five in the afternoon*" 

"Good^ What else is new? How is Zenon PEIENSKY holding out?" 

"Zenon is doing splendidly, completely on o\xr side* He continues 
to edit the Samostivnyk * Except for KIZKD, all the editorial 
staff is holding but well. At first KIZKO was with us, but later 
he joined BANDERA, He compromised himself, writing a foolish de- 
claration in the pro«*BAND£RA Samostiyiayk * ' I also want to say 
that today RIPETSKY received from the courts a documents stlpi>~ 
lating that the Samostiygyk belongs to him*" 

"And the printshop?" 

"There the matter is not clear* If you were here on the spot, 
all would have gpn® well, PROTSYK is somevdiat indecisive, but 
I think things will go well there too. The BONN DP bank has 
mixed into the printshop matter, Yestei\iay Dr, MAKARUSHKA tel^ 
phoned from Bonn* He intends to set up a temporary board of 
directors in order to proteft the interests of the bank because 
bank property has been damaged. In general the affair is loudly 
bruited about in Germany," 

"And how are others holding out?" 





REBET 



** 



: "GeneraUjr, veiy well* RIPETSKY, SMIRNI, KEROD, NANYAK and 

others were very active during the BANDERA action*" 



PIDHAINY: -"And how’s old LENKAVSKY?" 

REBET : "Old LENKAVSKY is like an old anriy horse* As soon as he heard 

the bugle battle call of BANDERA 's action squads^ his blood 
quickened and he went over completely to BANDEElA’s side*" 



PIDHAINY: "And what is MATLA doing?" 

RESET : "MATLA will still spend a few days here. At the end of next 

week he will go to Paris and en route will visit you in Eiig- 
land* Then he will go to America, because all his documents 
will soon expire, and moreover, someone must do our work in 
America, Yesterday the BANDERAITES had a meeting, lasting from 
1700 hours to 0400 * Our boys present stoutly poured salt into 
BANDERA’S skin* What will further develop is difficult to say, 
but we are confident of victory*" 



PIDHAINY: "Thank you for yoiir information* I shall phone you at 1700 

hours*" 



REBET : "Hello, Hello! (and here the talk ended)* 



T* AECAPELIN Report Dated 21 February 1954 

1* On 20 February 1954 I had a long talk with KASHUBA about the situ- 
ation in the ZChOUN* He stated that the meeting of ZChOUN members called 
on 19 February in Munich by BANDERA at 1700 lasted until 0400 hours* Thir- 
ty-nine persons attended, including 12 oppositionists* MATLA took part; 
KORDYUK was also present, because he as yet has only been deprived of his 
position in the Provid * After his case is tried by the ZChOUN judicial arm, 
KASHUBA stated, KORDYUK will be expelled from the ZChOUN* Among other 
oppositionists present were Irina SAVITSKA-KOZAK, Volodymyr KOZAK, Hryhorly 
NANYAK, Stepan PROTSYK, and t^ykhailo FEDAK-SMIRNY, 

2, BANDERA gave a long report, putting blame for the crisis on MATLA 
and REBET, He charged that the two broke off talks and initiated \inilateral 
action* BANDERA charged that the activity of the duo (REBET, MATLA) is il- 
legal because the homeland named three persons, not two, to take matters 
over, BANDERA stated that the duo is spreading false rumors that the pro«» 
BANDERA ZChOUN Provid is going against the homeland, the speaker maintaining 
that the ZChOUN is subordinate to the homeland and is only endeavoring to 
defend its structiwal-constitutional forms* KASHUBA stated that BANDERA ’s 
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report, seconded by STETSKO, LENKAVSKY, and Yaroslav BENTSAL, impressed 
the ranlG«and~flle so"much tiaat the oppositionists present %>ok the floor to 
try to prove BANDERA ’s position erronious. R EB ET was barred from the 
meeting on the grounds that he is not a ZChOUN member, the meeting being 
an emclusively intenial ZChOUN affair* 

3* Despite KASHUBA's interpretation of the meeting, I gathered the 
impression that things are worse than the pro«BAND£RA Prdvid seems to etd^ 
mit* I base my conclusions on the foUowingr 

(a) KASHUBA revealed that BANDERA had received news that the 
matter of liaison with the homeland is not very promising* KA^ . 
SUBA did not indicate his source, but did aay 

homeland* ''"KASHDM" spoke literally as follows : "From England we 

Have 'news that PIDHAINY succeeded in convincing the British not 
to aid BANDERA* Perhaps BANDERA will be able to settle this 
matter favorably for the ZChOUN, But if it ahoiild deyelop defl- 
nitely that the British refus .e_ a bandon liais on 
wi th the home land* For merly, we used to.-S .end,our people iuto 
the Ukraine overland across Czechoslovak and foland. and we ha d 
less 'had^' plsnesl^ In ~ 
spring we smlT ag ain send peojole, be lo sses* 

Wft win gain without the ald'o/'t Ke^ 

B ritish* " 

(b) KASHUBA stated that the German courts issued a ten?»rary 
order which gives RIPETSKY sole right to publish the Samostlvnyk * 
The ZChOUN lawyer told STETSKO and VASKOVICH that the final court 
decision will be in their favor, advising them to get Samostiynyk 
employees to swear that RIPETSKY had been merely the ZChOUN legal 
instrument when he obtained the publishing license* m their oath 
the employees are to state that the ZChOUN, not RIPETSKY, hired 
them; that the ZChOUN through VASKOVICH paid their salaries; that 
thgy have always considered the ZChOUN, not RIPETSKY, their eim- 
ployer; and that office supplies were paid for by ZChOUN funds* 

This supported, the German lawyer felt he couM win the case pro^ 
vlded the Americans do not intervene* If the court action is lost, 
KASHUBA continued, the ZChOUN will continue to publish a new paper, 
which is already being printed* 

(o) In order to have a clear conscience and to deflect charges 
that the pro-BANDERA ZChOUN is going against the homeland, an ex- 
traordinary conference will be called in the near future. If we 
are supported by this conference, KASHUBA stated, then action will 
go full steam ahead toward gaining control of both the ranfc-and- 
file and Provid in the homeland, purging the ZChOUN of undesij>-» 
ables, organizing new liaison with the homeland without the aid of 
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a foreign power if necessary, and the organizing of training courses for 
cadres to be senti to the homeland* 

PU N 

w ill not be di ffajailt* H e stated , that thAhpmJLand^ exist for an exr- 

tw<ied_Bw3aOdtho»t^i5d4-4^^ 

sujch aid* If we send 100 people into the Ul^aine in the spring, KAaHliRA 
continued, it can be assumed that half of them will get there and work witb- 
in the OUN* This will guarantee that BANDERA vd.ll control the homeland* 
KASHUBA stated that the cxirreht split has vfeakehed the ZGhOUN and such d^ 
velopments must not be repeated* Therefore, a radical purge must be made 
and iron discipline -installed* The ZChOUN must become an "order”, he 
stated* All members that remain vd.ll be told that violation of an order 
will call for punishment by a revolutionary tribunal* "If we shoot a few 
people", KASHUBA stated, "Then the ZCW3UN vd.ll have discipline such as it 
never had before," Liaison vdth the homeland vriLthout foreign aid vd.ll be 
difficult but possible, KASHUBA stated. Anticipating trouble after the 
London conference, the ZChOUN Provld set up a special liaison fund, vdilch 
WM augmented by restricting other expenditures. Money for liaison exists, 
KASHUBA continued, and no one can accuse us of agency in behalf of the 
British, vdio aided us dlsinterestly* KAS HUBA statp-fj_.th?t th **iy bavp ^ i ja t. 
of, se3ceMl.iiundred~persona-willing«^.^,lmn^^ All 

must be screened and trained, primarily ideolgocially and program>vd.se, in 
a nationalist spirit, so that those arriving in the Ukraine might be able 
toq^se "neo«<Communi8t and socialist influences in the OUN", Partisan and 
military training is of secondary in^Kvrtance, KASHUBA stated* 

5, AECAPEUN Comment; In previous reports I stated that BAITOERA is 
pr epared, jdJlUilM3QEHail^ make, a. .diversion in the Ukraine^d to ~ 

re move or licmid abe. thfit Proyid^her I consider 

sincere and do not doubt that BANDER4“^il push the program as outlined fcy 
KASHUBA, even at the price of death of many men. In order to stop BANDEBiA*s 
plans, it is necessary that MATVIEIKO be isolated from organizational mat- 
ters in the Ukraine and that he be deprived of liaison vd.th the pro^BANDERA 
ZChOUN, It vfill also be necessary for the OUN homeland Provid to state de- 
cisively that BANDERA»s attempts at diversion vd.ll result in the liquidation 
of persons send to the Ukraine, such a statement being made available to an 
ZGhOUN members siding vd.th BANDERA, So vreirned, such persons vd.ll be loathe 
to go into the Ukraine at BANDERA’ s behest. If some such steps are not made, 
theire is grave danger that the underground vdll be destroyed by the internal 
conflict being pushed by MmiDERA, It can be assumed that MATVIEYKO's r^ 
ports to BANDERA, which emphasize that the lower underground echelons support 
BANDERA and that only the homeland Provid is against him, are the chief 
reason for BANDERA ’s stand in the emigration, MATVIEYKO gives him hope that 
he can vdn over the homeland, and as long as this hope exists, BANDERA vdLU 
not accept homeland decisions. 
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Z* AECAPEUN Report Dated 23 Febniiary 1954 



1« On 22 February 1 talked with Ivan KASHUBA, who stated that the 
pro-BANDERA ZChOUN Provld had concluded that it will no longer publish a 
newspaper with the name Ukrainsky Samostlmyk because Modest RIPETSKT had 
received a teinporary court decision declaring that only he had the legal 
title to that paper* A new paper, Shlyakh Peremohy ("Road to Victory"), 
will be published* Further, K^HUbA stated, because the Bonn DP bank for 
refugees, through Dr* lombomyr MAKARUSHKA (one of the bank's directors), 
threatened to send a pro^sional manager to take over the "CiceTO" prihW 
shop, the BANDEEIA leaders decided not to cause any more scandals at the 
printshop* KASHUBA ordered the typesetters loyal to him not to indulge in 
any itore sabotage, even if the opposition desires to have the Samostiynark 
printed at that plant* "We were only interested in not perndttihg the public 
cation of that issue which was to contain the communique of the op{x>sition", 
KASHUBA commented* "Had the subscribers received that edition, then for 
the ZChOUN great harm would have resulted* But now that we have informed 
its readers that the Samostiynyk is in the hands of the opposition, it; makes 
no difference what is printed in it*" KASHUBA stated he told PROTSYK that 
ho more trouble would be caused at the printshop, but that PROTSYK is bo 
afraid of new acts of sabotage that he has proposed that, two new members 
be co-opted to the shop's board of directors, said new members to be from 
the opposition, thus increasing its strength* "To frighten the opposition," 
KASHU^ remarked, "I still tell them that we shall continue to publish the 
Samostiynyk* although this is not true*" 

2* Oh 23 February, according to KASHUBA, a final effort will be made, 
at the initiative of ZPUHVR, to solve the conflict within the ZChOUN in a 
diplomatic manner* At 1000 hours, 23 February, a meetir^ between S'UHVR 
Arwj pro-BANDERA men is to take place* BANDERA will act as spk>kesman of his 
side* KASHUBA stated that BANDERA and STETSKO will be prepared to come to 
ah a^eemeht Vrlth HATLA and REBET only if the latter two exhibit heater 
appreciation of both the person and behavior of BANDERA* BANDERA would 
favor understanding, KASHUBA stated, but he fears he will always be in the 
minority* If only REBET and MATLA would guarantee him some species of im- 
portant influence in the triunsHrate, then as a matter of coarse BANDERA 
will accept homeland decisions* 



